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a judgment of criminal con- 

% tempt must be taken within 10 
days of the sentence. 

—The “final judgment” in crimi- 
nal cases from which time to 
appeal runs is the sentencing 
of defendant rather than his 
conviction. 

—While sentence for criminal 
contempt should be imposed in 
open court, a sentence imposed 
by letter opinion after a re-| 
served decision and followed by 
a formal judgment, is sufficient | 
for the time for appeal to run| 
from the entry of the formal 

ca judgment and sentence. 

SEW TRIAL — TIME — APPEAL 
—A motion for new trial has 
no tolling effect on the time for 














less made within 10 days after| 
the determination of guilt, 


Sigeats c of Recent Opinions 


APPEAL — TIME — Appeal from) 


appeal under R.R. 1:3-3(c) un-| 


| 


which means the jury’s verdict | 


or the judge’s finding of guilt 
and not the entry of formal 
judgment of conviction. 


by a motion for new trial, the 
T time remaining for appeal after 
oe denial of the motion is only 
that which remained when the 
motion was made. 
Digested from a per curiam 
pinion rendered June 15, 1960.| 
» Div. In re Zach. For| 
dant Robert 








“2. > 


January 19, 1959, proceed- 
gainst defendant for crimi- 
ntempt for having tes 
y in a matrimonial proceed- 
e heard and decision re- 
i. By letter opinion on Janu- 
defendant was found guil 
ia fine imposed. The 
and judgment embodying 
le were entered on Feb. 16. 
ce Of motion for new trial 
dated and mailed Feb. 25. It 
eived by the clerk Feb. 26 
returned to counsel, and 
in turn sent back to the 
and filed March 11. The 
was denied in an order 
ne 24. Notice of appeal 
conviction for contempt 
led July 6. The prosecuting 
moved to dismiss the 
as untimely and defend- 
counsel, seeking to justify 
ay, deposed that he was 
the time for appeal was 
y 10 days and was under the 
éssion that it being a 
tter the time for appeal 
months. Defendant also 
that under R.R. 1:3-3(c) 
ion for a new trial tolled 
ling of appeal time, and 
Since defendant was 
perly sentenced, the ap- 
never began to run 




























crimi- 




















run 
The final order and judg- 
re entered on Feb. 16. 

had 10 days withi 

appeal. R.R. 
motion for new 
10 tolling effect unless made 
10 days after the deter- 
of guilt. The words 
lation of guilt” refer to 
verdict, or, as here, the 


‘Held : 
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-4. Court’s finding of guilt, and 
o€ entry of formal judgment 
E tion. The trial judge’s 
—c guilt was by letter dat- 
. y 28 and filed with the 
“€ 0n January 30. To have had 
: effect, the motion for 
v must have been made at 
we: nin ten days after Jan- 
7 This not having been 
“<= the time for appeal was 
_~ ‘t were assumed that time 
“= ‘0Led by the motion for new 
“2 on Feb. 26, it would still be 
; . after the denial of the 





y order filed June 24, 

had but one day at 
maining of the 10 day per- 
fle his notice of appeal, 
time from the Feb. 16 






I J. Jerome.| 
yr the State— Americus S. Muti. | 


| 


—Where time for appeal is tolled | 


merely the normal 10 day period 


tified | 


final | 


tion and the American Bar Asso- 

Upholds Parochial School | ciation Standing Committee on 
Bus Statute the Federal Judiciary. 

-_—— “Seven of the best trial law- 

Hartford, Conn. (ACCN) — The| yers’” in one city turned down a 

|Connecticut Supreme Court of] District Court judgeship, how- 

Errors recently upheld by 4 to l|ever, because it would have 


Essex District Court 
Notice 


in cases in which a 
has been demanded 
trial day with a pre- | 


judgment. The notice of appeal | Attorneys 
was not filed until July 6 which | trial by jury 
was not only more than one day | | may obtair 


ia 


after June 24 but more than 10!ference during July and August 
days thereafter. Therefore, de- | by waiving the jury. 
fendant’s appeal would still not} The court will sit Mondays 


as a matter of right. 

The “final judgment” in crimi- 
nal cases, from which appeal time | q) 
begins to run, the sentencing 
of de fendant rather than his con- | 


_ | through Fridays 
Arrange date 
erk. 


with Louis Hecht, 


is 


ROGER M. YANCEY, 


- Presidin udge. 
viction. It is argued the appeal | : on e cane 
time never began to run because| Dated: June 14, 1960. 
defendant was never sentenced, = 


in open court but was notified of 
sentence by the letter opinion. 
Sentence should have been im-| 
| posed in open court, but the im- 
position of sentence by means of | 


Says aw Salesies Slow 
Progress Toward Better 
U.S. Judge Appointments 


the letter opinion was merely a| Chicago (ACCN) Better ap- 

| procedural irregularity and not! pointment are being made to | 
an absolute legal nullity for all|/7, ‘ ; is 

purposes. Defendant was sen-| ‘#e federal bench, Deputy At-| 
tenced, final judgment was pro-| torney General Lawrence E.| 
nounced and entered, and appeal| Walsh claimed recently, but | 
time therefore commenced to run| Many excellent nominees have | 


on February 16, the day of the| refused appoin 


entry of judgment. R.R. 1:3-1(c).) salaries are far 
By the time the notice of appeal 
was filed, 


tment because | 
lower than thelr | 
earnings as trial lawyers. 


there had expired not | 

The President and many sena- | 
tors, who control judicial ap-| 
pointments, have taken judge- 
ships out of political patronage, 
Walsh wrote in the Journal of 
the American Judicature Society. 
Many choices are now based on 
reports about the man’s compet- 
ence and temperament made by 
the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 


for appeal but also the additional 

30 days which might be allowed 

for good cause as a matter of 

discretion under R.R. 1:27 B(d). 

|} In consequence there is no juris- 

diction to entertain the appeal. 
Dismissed. 


Conn. High Cc Court 


meant a sharp drop in their in- 
comes, Walsh cited as an example 
of the higher judicial 
pay. 

In New York, Chicago and De- 
troit, he noted, state trial judges 
are better paid than federal Dis- 
trict judges. He suggested that 
bar associations might supple- 


the constitutionality of the 
state’s so-called parochial school 
bus law. 

Chief Justice Raymond E. 
Baldwin wrote the majority opin- 
ion in which he said of the stat- 
ute, “It comes up to but does not 
reach the ‘wall of separation’ 
between church and state.” It 


need for 





was found “primarily” to serve} ment these federal salaries to 
the public health, safety, and] pring them closer to the pay of 
welfare. state judges, since federal sal- 

The law, passed in 1957, per-| aries could not be expected to 
mits communities through re-j|top those of the highest paid 
ferendum to establish bus ser-| state court systems. 


vice for pupils in non-profit pri- | 











vate schools. This service must Early Request For 
be paid entirely through local y q 
taxes. Release Of Federal 
Associate Justice Samuel Mell- Tax Liens Urged 
itz, in his dissenting opinion, as 
wrote that when a person picks a/ mr. Joseph F. J. Mayer, Direc- 
school combining secular and | tor of the Newark District of In- 
religious instruction, he is “faced | ternal Revenue, today advised 
with the necessity of assuming! attorneys seeking release of 
the financial burden which that/ Federal tax liens, to make their 
choice entails.” request for such release several 
The court unanimously agreed | weeks prior to the closing date 
that the law was unconstitutional | o¢ the current sale because of | t 
to the extent that it “purports tO) the large volume of such requests | 
peas available for the trans-|oyrrently being processed. This | 
portation of pupils attending | pecomes especia important in | 
non-profit schools that monies | those cases where liens were filed | 
derived” from the state school prior to 1956 Mr ‘tases pointed | 
fund; this source, however, had! oyt that those -ords are now 
previously been ruled out aS @/in the Federal "Saeed Center, 
source of funds for private pupil/ Noy york City. and additional 
transportation time is required to effect their 


Last February the court agreed 
to review the controversial stat- 


transfer back to the Newark Dis- | 


trict office. 





ute at the request of two resi- 

dents of Newton, which in 1959 = 

had voted to provide buses for Half-Day Court Holiday 
= } - + ° | 

parochial school students at- For Union County 

tending St. Rose’s Roman Cath- Bar Outing 

lic Church. 

he case was ht y ~~ - a 
The case was brought by Fran Chief Justice Weintraub has 
cis H. Snyder, president of the Jane. 20 


Citizens for the Connecticut Con- ordered bo yp Thursday, J 
stitution—a group organized to|e @ half day Court holiday so 
the measure; and Robert | that members of the Bench and 
O. Muller, father of three child- | Bar of Union County may attend 
ren attending St. Rose’s the Annual Golf Tournament and 

Snyder said, in commenting on | Outing of the Union County Bar 
the court’s decision, that the case | Association to be held that day 
would be carried to the U. S.|at the Plainfield Country Club in 
Supreme Court. | Plainfield. 


ight 





|fendant with wrongful 


| registration 


Sunday Closing And The Police Power: 
“Two Guys From Harrison, Inc. v. Furman” And 
“Masters-Jersey Inc. v. Paramus” In Perspective 


By 
Robert J. Del Tufo* 
James Dorment* 
Robert S. Solomon* 


Recently, Sunday closing legis- 


‘lation has attracted wide public 


attention and has provoked ex- 
tensive judicial controversy. Il- 
lustrating the intensity of the 
problem and the variant subjec- 
tive reactions of different courts, 
the Pennsylvania blue law was 
sustained by a federal court in 
Two Guys From Harrison - Allen- 
town, Inc. v. McGinley, infra, but 
was subsequently declared un- 
constitutional by a Pennsylvania 
trial court on April 21, 1960. 


| (Newark Evening News, April 22, 


1960, p. 2, column 7). Three 1959 
decisions construing Sunday laws 
have already been taken to the 








Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


June 14 to 20, 1960 


| NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 


below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 


SUPREME COURT 
Appeals — None 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted — None 

SUPERIOR COURT 

APPELLATE DIVISION 

Petrolia v. Pinto (A-438-59, decid- 
ed June 13, 1960) 

Affirmed Law Div. judgment 
denying application for habeas 
corpus to petitioner who was con- 
victed of armed robbery on re- 
trial ordered, 21 N. J. 453, on 
ground that there had been ad- 
mitted into evidence, over ob- 
jections by his counsel at the 
trial, a written confession which 
had been obtained by “unlawful 
physical applications” by police. 
On the retrial the written confes- 
sion was not offered into evi- 
dence, but police officers testified 
to the oral admissions petitioner 
had so made without objection 
by his counsel, who eagerly ex- 
plored the circumstances on 
cross-examination to indicate 
that reason petitioner had pre- 
viously taken flight was to 
escape police brutality and that 


he had denied guilt until forced 
to admit. On the retrial and 
appeals from it _ petitioner’s 


counsel had so acquiesced in the 
admissions that he may not now 
raise the issue on collateral at- 
tack upon his conviction. 

State v. Gleitsmann (A-84-59, de- 
cided June 14, 1960) 

Affirmed conviction of captain 
of detectives in police depart- 
ment for misconduct in office. 
Count of indictment charging de- 
use of 
municipal equipment for his per- 
sonal and private affairs in us- 
ing town telephone and town car 


|to go to Binghamton, N. Y. for 
| purpose of improperly influenc- 


showing that the call was made 
and that defendant went to 


Binghamton in auto with N. J.| 


and the purpose, 
plus admissions of the call and 


fore N. J.,Law Enforcement 
Council, were sufficient to estab- 
lish, prima facie, that the call 
was made on town telephone, 
the auto was town-owned and 





(Continued on page 8, col. 4) 


ling N. Y. officers on behalf of | 
motor vehicle violator does} 
|charge that crime. Evidence 





ered it an independent 


United States Supreme Court: 
Two Guys From Harrison - Al- 
lentown, Inc. v. McGinley, 179 F. 
Sup. 944 (E. D. Pa. 1959), prob- 
able jurisdiction noted, 28 U.S. L. 
Week 3317 (U.S. April 25, 1960); 
Crown Kosher Super Market of 
Mass. Ine. v. Gallagher, 176 F. 
Supp. 466 (D. Mass. 1959), prob- 
able jurisdiction noted, 28 U.S. L. 
Week 3317 (U.S. April 25, 1960); 
McGowan v. State, 151 A. 2d 156 
(Md. Ct. App. 1959), probable jur- 
isdiction noted, 28 U. S. L. Week 
(U. S. April 25, 1960) ). And the 
decision of the New Jersey Su- 
preme Court in Two Guys From 
Harrison, Inc. v. Furman, 
N. J. ——— (April 4, 1960) here- 
inafter cited as “Two Guys may 
perhaps join these ranks. The 
purpose of this article is to dis- 
cuss that decision in terms of 
American law on the subject of 
Sunday closing and also to dis- 
cuss its impact upon municipal 
regulation of Sunday activity in 
New Jersey. In the context of the 
latter inquiry, discussion will in- 
clude examination of the recent 
decision of the same court in 
Masters - Jersey, Inc. v. Paramus, 





—_——N. J. “= Gang 9, 
1960), which dealt wit this 
question. 

The import of Paramus and 
the scope of municipal power 
cannot, of course, be gauged until 
the meaning of Two Guys is un- 


derstood. And because of the n 















ture of the Two Guys deci 1 
effective evaluation of it is poss- 
ible only after genera us- 
sion of the constitutionality 
Sunday regulation 


power 





oonjectlv 


police 






tice Weintraub, wl 


by Justices Hall an 
Justice Burling concurred by 
separate opinion, and Justices 


Francis and Schettino dissented 
in an opinion written by Justice 
Francis. Just ; 








Jacobs took 
part in the proceedings. The 
utes involved were N. J. S. 

171-1 et seq and Chapter 119 of 
the Laws of 1959. In general 
terms, the former imposed sev- 
ere restrictions on Sunda ™ 
suits and established the da y as 
essentially one of universal in- 
activity. The latter, labelled by 
the legislature as a supplement 
to existing Sunday law designed 
to provide additional penalties to 





ail 


secure “proper Sunday observ- 
ance”, prohibited the Sunday sale 
of certain specified comm odities 


The Two Guys majority, ! 
ever did not view Chapter 
a supplement but rather 





because (th 


Faraone. in 
a difference in 


ment. Principally 
majority detected 


| policy and approach between 1 the 
two laws, they held that by adop- 


tyres 


ting Chapter 119, the legisls 


|}manifested an intent to repeal 
N. J. S. 2A: 171-1 et seq. The aim 


the trip made by defendant be- | of N.J.S. 2A: 171-1 et seq was & 


2) 
guard against the evil of moral 
and physical debasement, which 
attends uninterrupted labor, by 
compelling a day of uniform rest. 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 


*Attorney-at-Law, State of New Jersey. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS : 


CRIMINAL LAW — CONFES-;Goldman, S. J. A. D. rendered 
SIONS — A statement made by| June 15, 1960. State v. Dunlap. 
another detailing a defendant’s| For appellant — Martin F. Caul- 
participation in a crime, which| field. For the State — Alvin E. 
statement is then read to and| Granite, Pros. 
voluntarily signed by defend- Defendant and one Devine 
ant, becomes defendant’s writ-| were both indicted for kidnap- 
ten confession and is admiss-| ping and rape, tried and found 
ible against him. guilty. 

—Whether a statement or con-| They were taken into custody 
fession is voluntary depends| , few days after the crime, inter- 
on the facts in each case and/rogated at the State Police bar- 
the trial court’s determination | racks and each signed a statement 
thereon will not as a rule be| detailing the events. The state- 
disturbed on appeal when) ments were very similar in con- 
there is sufficient evidence to} tent, each relating at length what 
support it. had been done before taking the 

—If defendant’s own statement girl from her parked car and 
was erroneously admitted be-| forcing her into their own, the 
cause not read to or by him be-| events that occurred during the 
fore he signed it, error was| extended ride that ensued, and 
harmless since defendant had| the girl’s escape from the car. 
adopted an almost identical) ore was no testimony that 
oe nora ry eatin “ie poo defendant’s statement was read 
ane to or by him before he signed it. 

Si There was testimony, however, 

CRIMINAL LAW — Generally,|that after Devine signed his 
where prosecutor’s remarks are| .+,tement, defendant was appris- 
based on facts in evidence,| oq thereof, was asked if he would 
there is no ground for reversal. sign it if it were true to which 

—Held, prosecutor’s reference to} yo replied in the affirmative, 
fact that defendants who were| t)at Devine’s statement was then 
Negroes were out looking for a| read to defendant and defendant 
white girl held not prejudicial | ,.,nowledged it was correct and 
nor inflammatory where such signed it. 


Fey peten encom for the|. Defendant contends his con- 
crime of kidnapping under fession was improperly admitted 
N. J. S. 2A:118-1 that the vic- | it evidence since it was not 
tim be taken to any specific read to nor by hm before he 
destination; it is sufficient if signed it; that prejudicial re- 
she is forcibly removed against marks by the prosecutor, empha- 
her will from a seemingly safe sizing racial differences, tainted 
place and taken elsewhere. the verdict, and that there was 
Digested from an opinion by ~~ violation of N. J. S. 2A:118- 

1, the kidnapping statute, be- 
cause the girl was not taken to 
any specific place. 

Held: As noted, the Devine 
statement paralleled defendants. 
Insofar as it detailed defend- 
ant’s participation in the events, 
it became after he voluntarily 
signed it as much his written 











now 

3 

35% LEGAL 
FOR 





per onoum confession as though prepared 
ALL by his own hand, and was ad- 

missible against him. 
compounded at The fundamental object of 
varter! proof of a confession is to render 
querrery FUN it trustworthy. The fact that De- 
Funds Insured up to $10,000 vine’s statement was read to de- 
by U. S. Govt. instrumentality fendant and he knew its con- 


. S sig ates 
Transactiens may be handled by mail Snaptsomamtenetneaiimas it indicates 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage Whether a statement or con- 
Your account or inquiry invited fession is voluntary depends on 
the facts in each case. The de- 


evidence to support. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. case here. 


Mitchell 3-0260 
Philip Klein, President ; 





























Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. | 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 











NATIONAL Surety CorPorRATION 
A MEMBER OF FIREMEN’S FUND INSURANCE GROUP 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


520 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MaArket 4-0950 


TITLE 
INSURANCE 










eae > FRANKLIN 

FRANKLIN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY | | 
405 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, NJ. | 

RELIABILITY | HUmboldt 2-3900 
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MOHAWK termination of the trial court will | 
not as a rule be disturbed or ap- | 
pealed when there is sufficient | 

SAVINGS and Loan Assn. Se ete 


Even if defendant’s statement | 
was introduced in error, the fact | 


Securities and Exchange Commission | 


that an almost identical confes- 
sion made by Devine and adopted 
by defendant was introduced, 
made the former harmless. 

In his summation the prose- 
cutor several times referred to 
the fact that on the night in 
question defendant and Devine, 
who were Negroes, were out look- 
ing for a white girl. This, it is 
claimed, was inflammatory. In 
the statements by Devine and 
defendant, it was stated that 
they had decided to and were 
trying to “pick up” a white girl. 
The prosecutor’s remarks were 
therefore based on a fact in evi- 
dence. His references were not 
prejudicial or inflammatory. 
Generally, a prosecutor in his 
summation may discuss only the 
facts shown or reasonably sug- 
gested by the evidence, but so 
long as he confines himself there- 
to, what he says in discussing 
them by way of comment, de- 
nunciation or appeal, will afford 
no ground for reversal. 

Further, the court carefully 
charged the jury to disregard 
any bias or prejudice and to de- 
cide the case solely on the evi- 
dence. No objection was made 
to the prosecutor’s summation 
and no special instruction was 
requested from the court. 

Defendant’s contention that 
there was no kidnapping under 
the statute because the girl was 
not taken to a specific place is 
based on an artificial reading of 
the statutory language. The girl 
was forcibly taken from her car 
and put into defendant’s car 
against her will and was carried 
to another point or points within 
the State. Statutory language is 
to be given its plain and ordin- 
ary meaning in the absence of 
specific intent to the contrary. 
The object of the statute and of 
the common law on the subject 
is the same, to secure the per- 
sona! liberty of citizens. Viewed 
in this light, defendant’s argu- 
ment that no kidnapping took 
place because the victim was not 
taken to any specific destination, 
is entirely untenable. They in- 
terfered with her personal liberty 
by forcibly removing her from a 
seemingly safe place and to their 
car, which was then driven a 
considerable distance from the 
original spot, with rape commit- 
ted on the way. 
| Affirmed. 





NOTES — INTEREST — TIME 
SALES—INSTALLMENT CON- 
TRACTS — Acceptance of pre- 
payment of an installment note 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 3] 


basing their claim to a right to | (except that the final installmen; 
rebate for prepaid interest. shall be the difference between 

Plaintiffs entered into a con- | the amount of this note and the 
tract with Pura-Tex to have the|Sum of the preceding insta)j- 
latter furnish and install alum-|Ments, the first to become dye 


inum siding on their home. As 
required by the contract they 
executed a promissory note to 
Pura Tex, secured by a mortgage 
on their property, in the face 
amount of $2,218.80 payable in 
monthly installments of $36.98 
over a period of 60 months. The 
note and mortgage, dated July 9, 
1957, contained no provision for 
prepayment. The note was en- 
dorsed and the mortgage assign- 


Sept. 9, 1957, balance of the ip. 
stallments to be paid on the same 
date of each month thereafter 
until paid [in full] . . .” Usage o; 
custom is admissable when it js 
the key to the contract withou; 
reference to which the inten; 
of the parties cannot be ascer. 
tained. It may not be receive, 
to contradict, vary or add to the 
express terms of a contract. Here 
plaintiffs seek to supplement the 


ed to defendant bank. Plaintiffs |clear terms of the contract 





by 





allege that on Sept. 23, 1957 they | incorporating an alleged usage or 


paid defendant $1,000; on Oct.|Custom which would contradict 
28, $685; and on Nov. 1, 1957,|the express language thereof 





$533.80, a total of $2,218.80. De-| Furthermore, where custom js 


fendant thereupon cancelled the 
note and mortgage. Defendant, 
on the other hand claimed the 
last payment was only $101.10 and 


that a credit of $432.70 was al- quasi-contract tenable. They 
gue they are entitled tc 


claimed credit on the theory of 
quasi contract to prevent an un- 
just enrichment of defendan: 
But there is nothing inequitable 
unreasonable or illegal about the 
terms of the note, no fraud is 
asserted, and defendant has not 


lowed as a prediscount interest 
rebate. It contended, however, 
that in any event, plaintiffs are 
not as a matter of fact or law 
entitled to any rebate, and it 
was on this ground that the sum- 
mary judgment was granted. 


relied on to explain a contract 
it must be specially pleaded ang 
plaintiffs failed to so plead 


Nor is plaintiff’s theory of 








Plaintiffs argue alternatively been uni : Nae 
. justly enriched nor is :: 
that they are entitled to a re-| juiity of unconscionable conduc: 
bate (1) by virtue of R.S. 17:16B All that it seeks is payment iz 
(2) contract or (3) quasi-con-| strict accordance with the terms 





tract. They did not plead nor| of the promissory note. The the- 
argue waiver, nor did they plead ory of quasi contracts ‘io inap- 
but they do argue that custom plicable in the face of the ex- 
required the rebate. press contractual terms. 


Held: Plaintiffs did not plead 
nor present facts sufficient to 


Affirmed. 
Freund, J. A. D. dissenting, ‘s 


make out a waiver by the bank/in accord with the holding on 


of its right to payment of the} 4) except the question o 
note in accordance with its terms.|He holds that a jury in 
They do not establish that pre-|was presented as to whether the 








I waiver 





payment was made pursuant to|bank agreed to waive its right 
any agreement with the bank re-/ to insist on payment in accord- 


specting unearned interest. On| ance with the terms of th 


the other hand, defendant does|and to accept prepayment with 
not argue that the payments|a credit for unearned interest 


were voluntary. and that the fact that ' 


R.S. 17:16B provides for a pro- | was not pleaded is not dispositive 
rata refund of the time price|since waiver need only be set 
differential in the event of pre-| forth affirmatively in pleading 
payment of a retail installment/to a preceding pleading, under 
contract. However, from the defi-|R.R. 4:8-3, whereas this 


nitions in the act it contem-|being a district court 
plates and applies only to the re-|there does not appear « 
tail sale of personalty as dis-|been any answer or pr 


tinguished from a contract for | pleading. 





the furnishing of labor and ma- 





terials in connection with the 
construction of improvements to 
realty. The cited statute does not 
apply to contracts for labor and | 
material for the improvement of | 
realty and hence the transaction 








does not constitute a waiver | 


of unearned interest unless | 


agreement. 
| —R.S. 17:16B relates only to re- 


tail sales of personalty and |; ccordingly, since the contract is 


does not apply to contracts for 


the furnishing of labor and/niay be established by proof of 


material for the improvement 
of realty. 


which is prepaid does not con- 


such payment was made and} 


received pursuant to such an/ prepayment rebate or credit, such | COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 


| 


} 


| 


| There are several fallacies in this 
—Exaction by bank of full/, cument. First the custom as- 
amount of installment note |serted is by banks, not by build- 


| 
} 


stitute unjust enrichment en- | 


titling payor to discount credit 
on theory of quasi-contract. 
CONTRACTS — Custom or usage 
is admissible to explain the in- 
tent of the parties where it 
is not otherwise clear but cus- 
tom or usage is not admissible 
to vary, contradict or add to 
the express terms of a contract. 
|—Custom existing in trade of 
assignee of contract is irrele- 
vant as to meaning of contract 
| made in another trade. 
| CONTRACTS — PLEADING — 


| 








| Where custom is relied on to| 


explain a contract, it must be 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE J | Specially pleaded. 


Digested from an opinion by 


A Pioneer New Jersey Institution |Haneman, J.A.D. rendered June 


erving Attorneys and Investors Since 1926 | 15, 1960. Appellate Div. Eliasz v. 
EXCLUSIVEL Full Attorney Cooperation Broadway Bank. For appellants 


—Andrew Mainardi, Jr. (Main- 
ardi & Mainardi, attys). For re- 
spondent — Leonard I. Garth. 
(Berman & Garth, attys). 
Plaintiffs appeal from a sum- 
mary judgment dismissing their 





action to recover an alleged over- 
payment on a promissory note 


here involved does not come} 
within its purview. 
Plaintiffs argue that though | 


was the custom of defendant and 
other banks in the area and that 


silent thereon, such intention 


tlie custom or usage in the trade. 


ing contractors, and the contract 
hire was not with a bank but 
with a building contractor. It 
was only subsequently assigned 
to the bank which then received 
the rights of Pura Tex. Bank cus- 
tom is therefore irrelevant. Sec- | 
ond, the note is clear and unam- | 
biguous, it calls for “60 consecu- | 











tive installments of $30.98 each | 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


TORTS — A right of action in| 
tort for interference with pros- | 


pective business advantage and 
for injurious falsehood is re- 
cognized but burden is upon 
plaintiff in such cause to es- 
tablish by reasonable proba- 
bility that the illegal conduct 
complained of was a proximate 
cause of the injury claimed. 
TORTS — PRIVILEGE — Own- 
ers of property as well as citi- 
zens of a community have at 
least a conditional privilege to 
engage in activity to prevent 
use by another of his property 
deemed by them adverse to 
their ownership interests or to 
general welfare and are liable 
at most for abuse of the privi- 
lege, for example, if their 
statements were knowingly 
false or their conduct motivat- 
ed by malice. 
Digested from an opinion by 
conford, J.A.D. rendered June 16, 
1960. Appellate Div. Hohl v. Mett- 


ler et als. For appellant — Leon- | 


Adler (Edward Marshall, 
atty). For respondents — Richard 
H. Thiele, Jr. (Wharton, Stewart 
and Davis and William T. Stew- 
art, Jr., attys). 

Plaintiff sued in tort for dam- 
ages for wrongfully preventing 
nis obtaining a license to operate 
3 trailer court by false and mal- 
icious statements in advertise- 
ments and otherwise concerning 
the nature of his proposed opera- 
ton. He charged interference 


with f 


his prospective business ad- 


ard 





mately 300 people appeared and 
objections were registered in ad- 
vance; four real estate brokers 
testified the camp would deprec- 
iate real estate values; a repre- 
sentative of the Board of Educa- 
tion stated the camp would raise 
school population and create a 
potential health danger because 
of limited toilet facilities in the 
school; and a number of persons 
stated there was inadequate and 
imperfect drainage on the prop- 
erty because of shale. 

Held: Defendants’ activity was 
at least conditionally privileged, 
having regard for their owner- 
ship of property in the vicinity 
of the proposed camp as well as 
their status as citizens of the 
Community. They would, there- 
fore, be liable at most for abuse 
of the privilege, for example, if 
their statements were knowingly 
false or their conduct motivated 
by actual malice. As to other 
features of defendants’ com- 
plained of activity, it is patent no 
legal cause of action is made 
out by plaintiff. The acts com- 
|plained of in the general cate- 
| gory of objections on grounds of 
civil interest, depreciation in 
| Values, health, taxation etc. fall 
| well within the qualified privi- 
|lege of citizens to protect their 
|property and serve the common 
good. 

But whether or not a cause of 
}action was otherwise made out, 
|the dismissal was proper for it 
|was palpably shown that there 


vantage and injurious falsehood | was no genuine issue of fact con- 
n separate counts. Defendants | cerning non-existence of an es- 
moved for summary judgment on | sential factual link in plaintiff’s 
the complaint, answer and an-|case—a proximate causal rela- 


swers to interrogatories. The mo- 


appeals 
It is 


depicted 





kempt, that the camp would de- | 


preciate real property and im- 
pair public health and welfare, 
that it would raise taxes and 
yvercrowd schools representing 
that over 200 families would be 
put up whereas the application 
Was no more than 50, and 


for 
ar 
dr 


At the hearings before the 


Township Committee, 


alleged defendants falsely | 
trailer courts as un-| 


ainage conditions would | 


approxi- ' 


| tionship between so much of de- 
| fendants’ conduct as could con- 
| ceivably be found to have been in 
excess of the privilege and the 
denial of the license by the 
Township Committee. A reason- 
|ably probable connection between 
the wrongful conduct and the 
injury was an essential element 
of the cause of action. This was 
not established. There are abund- 
ant indications the Committee’s 
action was primarily, if not en- 
tirely, the natural result of wide- 
spread bona fide opposition in 
the community to trailer camps 
in general and this one in par- 


| 
| 
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|—Held, A.B.C. 


| Collester, 
| 16, 1960. Superior Court. Law Div. 


ticular. 

As indicated, a substantial por- 
tion of defendants’ complained of 
activities were free from legal 
vulnerability. Considering all of 
the circumstances and the evi- 
dence and information available 
to the Committee any attempt 
by a jury at apportionment of a 
substantial causative role in the 
final determination of the Com- 
mittee to such of defendants’ 
statements as might be found to 
have been knowingly false or 
maliciously motivated, as dis- 
tinguished from all the other rel- 
evant data and general public 
opinion, would be sheer conjec- 
ture and speculation. At such a 
trial the trial court would be 
bound to grant an involuntary 
dismissal for absence of any 
foundation in reasonable proba- 
bility for an affirmative finding 
of proximate connection between 
the assumed wrong and the 
claimed injury. 

Affirmed. 


ACTIONS IN LIEU OF PREROG- 
ATIVE WRIT — An action to 
compel reinstatement of a pub- 
lic officer or employee allegedly 
wrongfully discharged is in the 
nature of mandamus and is 
maintainable by action in lieu 
of prerogative writ though it 
also seeks cancellation or void- 
ing of a resignation. 

—An action in lieu of prerogative 
writ to compel performance of 
a ministerial duty such as re- 
instatement of a subordinate is 
maintainable without the con- 
sent of the State. 

DURESS—tThe essential elements 
of duress are a wrongful threat 
or act which deprives another 
of the exercise of his will and 
judgment and induces him to 
do an act he would not have 
otherwise done. 

—Moral compulsion or psycho- 
logical pressure may constitute 
duress. 

—Threatening to summarily dis- 
charge a public officer without 
hearing, when he is entitled to 
hearing and_ discharge for 
cause, is a wrongful act or 
threat. 

|—Held, on facts, resignation of 

public officer obtained by 

| threatening to discharge him 
| Without hearing and to place 
| adverse comments on his rec- 
| ord, was obtained by duress and 
| is void. 
GOVERNMENT—An “employee” 
may recover lost income for 
| period of unlawful discharge 
but a “public officer” cannot so 
recover in absence of statute. 

|—The test of whether one is a 
“public officer” is whether he is 
concerned in the administration 

| of public duties and civil gov- 

ernment. 





investigator is a 
public officer. 

Digested from an opinion by 
JS.C., rendered June 


Gobac v. Davis. For plaintiff— 
Green & Yanoff by Leo Yanoff. 
For defendant—Samuel B. Hel- 
fand. 

Plaintiff brings suit by com- 
plaint in lieu of prerogative writ 
to set aside a written resignation 
executed by him as an investiga- 
tor of the Division of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control, to compel his 
reinstatement, and for salary lost 
during a period of wrongful dis- 
charge. He the resignation 


| was obtained by duress. 


Plaintiff is an honorably dis- 
charged veteran. He was ap- 
pointed an investigator on Sept. 
9, 1955. Under the statute estab- 
lishing his position he was re- 
movable at will during his first 
three years of service and there- 
after could not be removed ex- 


| cept for cause. 


On Sept. 14, 1959, plaintiff 
phoned the Deputy Director of 
the Division requesting an inter- 


|presented his complaints. The 
Deputy then stated it was a case 
of “mutual dissatisfaction”, that 
the Director had received inform- 
ation leading him to conclude 
cause existed for plaintiff’s dis- 
missal and had instructed the 
Deputy to offer plaintiff an op- 
portunity to resign rather than 
be dismissed. Plaintiff, who tes- 
tified he was shocked by this re- 
quest, asked the reason therefor 
and was told he had tipped off a 
| licensee of an investigation being 
| conducted by the Division. Plain- 
tiff denied the charge and deman- 
ded information as to the alleged 
investigation and charge but was 
refused any information other 
| than that it was not an investiga- 
| tion to which he had been as- 
| Signed. The Deputy advised plain- 
| tiff he had the choice of resign- 
jing or being dismissed; refused 
| plaintiff time to consider the 
| problem; stressed that if he did 
| not resign the record would show 
| dismissal for violation of oath of 
office, misconduct, etc., and would 
make future employment difficult 
| whereas if he resigned his record 
| would be clear; refused plaintiff’s 
request to see the Director and 
presented to plaintiff a typed let- 
ter of resignation, which had been 
prepared two days before. Plain- 
tiff expressed concern over the 
economic effect on his family and 
the effect on his political future. 
At the conclusion of the confer- 
ence plaintiff signed the resigna- 
tion. After he left the office he 
conferred with an attorney and 
on Sept. 18 a letter was sent to 
the Commissioner stating the 
resignation effective Oct. 2 was 
withdrawn and plaintiff would 
continue to report for work. In 
subsequent letters plaintiff de- 
manded a hearing. Defendant 
refused to grant a hearing and 
removed plaintiff from the pay- 
roll on Oct. 2. 


Held: Defendant’s first conten- 
tion is that a complaint in lieu 
of prerogative writ is not main- 
tainable to cancel a resignation. 
But the relief sought is not only 
to void the resignation but to 
restore plaintiff to his position as 
a result of an alleged unlawful 
termination of his services. The 
relief sought is in the nature of 
mandamus to compel defendant 
to perform a ministerial duty. 


The next contention is that the 
action cannot be maintained be- 
cause it is a suit against the State 
without its consent. But the 
doctrine of sovereign immunity 
|does not bar a prerogative writ 
| proceeding to compel the exercise 














of a ministerial duty imposed by 
law upon a state official. Such is 
the relief sought here. 

The next issue is whether the 
resignation was, under the facts 
and circumstances a voluntary 
act in contemplation of law or 
was it made under duress. 

Duress is defined in the re- 
statement as (a) any wrongful 
act that compels a manifestation 
of apparent assent by another to 
a transaction without his voli- 
tion or (b) any wrongful threat 
by words or other conduct that 
induces another to enter into a 
transaction under the influence 
of such fear as precludes him 
from exercising free will and 
judgment, if the threat was in- 
tended or should reasonably have 
been expected to operate as an 
inducement. This has been 
adopted and enlarged upon in 
our cases. In the modern view, 
moral compulsion or psychologi- 
cal pressure may constitute du- 
ress if, thereby the subject of the 
pressure is overborne and he is 
deprived of the exercise of his 
free will. The essential elements 
of duress are a wrongful threat 
or pressure and a resultant con- 
trol of the individual making it 
impossible for him to exercise his 
free will. 

Tested by these principles the 
Deputy exerted such duress on the 
plaintiff as warrants voiding his 
resignation. The circumstances 
of the conference producing the 
resignation and the details there- 
of as outlined subjected the plain- 
tiff to such psychological pressure 
and compulsion and caused such 
fear on his part as to preclude 
the exercise by him of his free 


(Continued on page 6, col. 5) 
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lview to present certain com- 
| plaints concerning working con- | 
| ditions. He was directed to re-| 
|port on Wednesday morning, | 
|Sept. 16. Plaintiff appeared as| 
| scheduled. For the first 15 min-| 
lutes of the conference plaintiff | 





THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 


810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK I, N. J. 





“Offices Throughout Essex County” 














Page Four 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JUNE 23, 1960 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 374 





New Jersey Law Journal. 


Established 1878 
State Wide Circulation 





JOSEPH HARRISON, Editor 


ASSOCIATE EDITORS 
George B. Gelman 
Israel B. Greene 

Ward J. Herbert 
Andrew L. Kaufman 
Hamilton F. Kean 





Vincent P. Biunno 
Alfred C. Clapp 
Charles B. Collins 
Marshall Crowley 
Dickinson R. Debevoise 
Raymond Del Tufo, Jr. John F. Lynch Julius Wildstein 
Harold H. Fisher William Miller Willard G. Woeiper 


Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor 


Morris M. Schnitzer 
David Stoffer 
George Warren 





Designated by the Supreme Court of New Jersey 
“Official Organ for publication of all Notices by the Courts of New 
Jersey to the Bar of the State with respect to Practice and Procedure”. 
« e s s 
Designated by the United States District Court 
As An Official Newspaper for the Publication of Notices and Orders. 
. o .- se 
Designated by the New Jersey State Bar Association 
As Official Publication for News and Notices of the Association 





Published every Thursday by the 
NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL PUBLISHING CO 
240 Mulberry Street, Newark 2, N. J. Mitchell 2-0075 





Aaron Skinder, Publisher 





Subscription Rate One Year - - - $10.00 





Entered as Second Class Matter, January 24, 1934, at the Post Office, 
Newark, N. J., under the Act of March 3, 1879 





THURSDAY, JUNE 23, 1960 


UNLAWFUL PRACTICE OF LAW BY 
TITLE COMPANIES 


The recent decision of our Supreme Court in the case of New 
Jersey State Bar Ass’n. v. Northern New Jersey Mortgage Ass'n., et al. 
(decided May 23, 1960), is of vital importance both to the legal pro- 
fession and the public. 

The action, which was instituted by the State Bar Association, 
sought to restrain the defendant title company and its affiliated 
mortgage company from engaging in the unlawful practice of the 
law. On final hearing the Chancery Division dismissed the suit be- 
cause the proof did “not preponderate” in favor of the plaintiffs; 
but the Supreme Court, in a clear and decisive opinion written by 
Mr. Justice Jacobs, reversed and directed an injunction to issue. 

The activities of the title company fell into three categories:— 
(1) The making of mortgage loans directly by the title company as 
mortgagee; (2) The placing of mortgages for other lenders and 
insuring the titles in connection therewith; and (3) The issuing of 
title policies, making of searches and servicing of mortgages. 

Under the first classification, the title company admitted that 
it “customarily draws the bond and mortgage necessary for the pur- 
pose of making the loan.” It denied that it drew deeds, affidavits of 
title. or resolutions. Under the second category, the title company 
stated that it placed mortgages and insured titles incidental thereto 
and at the request of the mortgagee drew instruments as per the 
title insurance instructions except such as at times are prepared by 
the mortgagee or its attorney. Under the third classification, the 
title company admitted that it caused searches to be made and made 
abstracts and serviced mortgages and insured titles and made 
commensurate charges therefor. 

The title company also acknowledged that in addition to forms of 








Voice of the Bar | 


Comment and Criticism Invited 


Editor New Jersey Law Journal 
While it is axiomatic, and 
rightly so, that Courts, by their 
very nature must be conservative 
and wary of innovation, I think 
the time has come for the Courts 
to take Judicial Notice of the 
fact that for the past several de-| professional careers. 
cades a mechanical device known} pyawing on his 35 years of law 
as air-conditioning has become | office experience, the author dis- 
an accepted and an essential im-/| cusses professional economics in 
plement to further comfort and | detail, including methods of ob- 
thereby increase productive ef- taining and developing clients, 
ficiency in factories, warehouses, | petainers. fees, bills, office man- 
offices and well, everywhere but | agement, steps fies building a rep- 
in the courts themselves. , 
The Courts should also take | tivities, developing an attractive 
Judicial Notice of the fact that) personality, etc. 
most lawyers are presently work- | Not only does Mr. Seligson tell 
ing in air-conditioned offices and | what to do, but also how to do it. 
that as a result the amount of | He stresses the psychological ap- 
efficiency and production during | proach in dealing with clients 
the hot weather nas increased a| and prospective clients in con- 
hundredfold, all to the advantage | cninitiens a: weiicne correspond- 
of their client’s well-being. Porney “You will net get clients,” 
Since, today unfortunately, the| he says, “if you stay home six 
Courts are using air-cooling| nignts a week.” He advises 


The Practising Law Institute 
has just issued a new edition of 
its monograph “Building a Prac- 
tice,” by the Institute’s founder 
and Director, Harold P. Seligson. 
Completely revised and consid- 
erably expanded, this volume of- 
fers much cogent advice designed 
to help new lawyers start their 








| utation, social and political ac- | 


‘Building A Practice’ Mongraph Revised 


| discusses customary Salaries ang 
most important, the amount o} 
responsibility and training a3. 
forded. 

The section on running an of. 
fice is of practical value. The ay. 
thor makes many helpful sug. 
gestions on the contents ang 
| form of memos, reports and cor. 
| respondence, the use of ticklers 
time sheets, financial records, }})- 
brary and filing systems. An ap. 
pendix lists recommended reag- 
ing for lawyers’ wives, as the ay. 
| thor believes an interested ang 
| informed wife can be a big asse: 
| to any lawyer. 

The 122-page paper-boung 
| book is priced at $2. It is includeg 
|in the PLI monograph series or 
|General Practice which offer; 
| 1800 pages of authoritative guigq-. 
| ance for $20. Other Institute pub- 
jlications deal with trials, per- 
|sonal injuries and taxes. A de- 
| tailed publications catalog 
|available on request from Prap- 
| tising Law Institute, 20 Vesey 
| Street, New York 7. 





methods Circa 1925, the lawyers’ 
efficiency, thinking ability and 
trial resourcefulness and the ef- 
ficiency of the Court itself, to 
say nothing of the Jury, are un- 
mercifully hampered by the ad- 
verse climatic conditions which 


against a quick sandwich lunch | Laan tine 
N.Y. County Bar Ass'n 


and hurrying back to the office | 
and recommends instead lunch- | Ethics Opinion 


eon dates with friends, older | 
lawyers and prospective clients | 
and the taking of affirmative | 
steps to meet new people. 


QUESTION NO. 490 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 





bonds and mortgages, it maintained at its offices supplies of forms 
of other instruments including deeds, corporate resolutions, satisfac- | 
tions and releases of mortgages, estoppel certificates, and affidavits. | 
It asserted that these forms were kept merely for the convenience | 
of counsel generally, but there was testimony indicating that it] 
prepared affidavits of title and other instruments such as satisfac- 
tions and releases of mortgages, and that occasionally it prepared 

In its opinion the Supreme Court reaffirmed the earlier decisions | 
f this State that the practice of law is not confined to litigation | 
alone, but extends to activities of many non-litigious fields which 
entail specialized knowledge and ability, and held that many of the 
practices engaged in by the title company constituted the unlawful 
practice of the law. 

Assuming for present purposes that where the title company 
is itself the mortgagee, it may draw the bond and mortgage and 
the affidavit of title provided it imposes no charge on the purchaser 
for such Services, the court here found, that the defendant did 
charge for such services because its fees to the purchaser for search 
and title abstracting “were far in excess of the cost to the title 
company of the search and abstract.” The court also held that the 
title company engaged in the unlawful practice of the law when it 
filled in blanks in mortgage forms approved by other mortgagees 
where it was acting for third parties in the placing of mortgages. 

Addressing himself to the second and third categories above 
mentioned, Mr. Justice Jacobs agreed that a title company may, in 

ursuance of its lawful business activities, insure titles and make 
searches and abstracts, and may also have a legal representative 
present at the closing to protect its interest; but he also held that 
the title company may not participate in clearing objections to title 
which necessarily involves some legal opinion and activities and may 
not make any charge for such services directly or indirectly. 

In answer to the argument advanced by the title company that 
its practices are authorized by the statute creating title insurance 
companies, Mr. Justice Jacobs reiterated an earlier decision of the 
Court holding that the Constitution of 1947 vested in the Supreme 
Court exclusive jurisdiction over the admission to the practice of 
the law and that the Legislature may not constitutionally authorize 





the practice of the law by anyone not duly admitted to the Bar by | 


this Court. 
deemed immaterial since a corporation may not practice law. 


The opinion of Mr. Justice Jacobs is a carefwly conceived and | 


eholariy 
Cc I 


treatment of the subject, and shows that the Court was 


~ 


. Pa 


D 


interested to draw a definite line between legitimate and illegitimate 
activities of title companies. 
he decision in the instant case will become a landmark in this 


troub.esome 


hranch of th 
Drancn of tne 


law, and it should have a salutary effect 


| 


| 


The fact that the title company employed lawyers was | 


| 
| 
| 
| 





prevail. All to the possible detri- 
ment of those litigants, whose 
cases unfortunately, are brought 
to trial during hot weather. 

It seems apparent then, that | 
the Courts must, and will soon I} 
hope, take Judicial Notice of the 
fact that air-conditioned court- 
rooms are a necessity, to the end 
that Justice May Be Done. | 

Herbert Kestner 


Keep informed on legal mat- 
ters of current interest, whether 
a new government regulation af- 





criminal trial featured by the 
newspapers, Mr. Seligson recom- 
mends, as people expect a law- 
yer to be well informed on such 
matters. 

Helpful advice is given on the 
| lawyer’s demeanor. Thus, the au- 
thor says, “Nobody retains a law- 
yer because he thinks he has a 
great sense of humor.” 

Stressing the importance of ac- 
curate time records, Mr. Seligson 
wisely points out that time spent 
is only one of the factors to be 
considered in billing. He warns 





The last meeting of the State 
Bar Junior Section before the 
Summer Recess will be held on 
Tuesday, June 28, 1960, at 6 P.M.,! 


in the private upstairs dining : Ao ee ; 
room of Kings’ Restaurant, 9 against excessive reliance on 
Commerce Street, Newark. time records and hourly cost 


rates, and stresses the factors to 


A charge of $3.25 per person 
will be made for dinner after 
which a short business meeting 
will be held. 

Arrangements can also. be 
made for cocktails immediately 
preceeding the dinner. 

Reservations are to be made 
with Stephen Maskaleris, Section 
Chairman, by the 24th. 


the client will regard as a rea- 
sonable charge. 

For the young attorney, “Build- 
ing a Practice” includes a 


merits of large and small law 
firms, government service and 
corporation legal departments, 











in confining title companies to their lawful functions and to protect 
the public against improper and excessive loading charges and to 


| encourage borrowers to have the benefit of independent counsel in 
| real estate matters. This result may help to correct many of the ab- 
| uses presently current in mortgage transactions of large developers. 


The rationale of this decision may also have application in other 
areas of the unlawful practice of the law. For years the activities 


of some real estate brokers have been the subject of criticism by the | 


Bar, and repeated efforts to get a penalty bill through the Legis- 
lature have been unsuccessful because of vigorous opposition of the 
real estate fraternity. The argument of the real estate group has 
been that filling in of legal forms, such as contracts of sale of real 
estate, leases, and the like, did not require any skill and was within 
the scope of their rights as licensed brokers. This was precisely one 
of the principal arguments advanced by the title company in the 
present case. In overruling this contention, Mr. Justice Jacobs cited 
with approval the conclusion of the New York Court of Appeals that 
“the most complex are simple to the skilled, and the simplest often 
trouble to the inexperienced.” He also adopted with approval the 
view of a Wisconsin judge in a similar case who said: 
“IT agree with the majority that there is no such thing 

as a Simple legal instrument in the hands of a layman. A 

layman is not competent to determine whether a quitclaim 

deed, a warranty deed or a bargain and sale deed should be 

used in a particular case. Often, easements are involved 

arising either from specific grants or by prescription. These 

as well as other encumbrances must be taken into consider- 

ation by the scrivener. Conveyancing is a highly technical 

art which, in my opinion, should be engaged in only by lic- 

ensed attorneys.” 251 P. 2d at 628. 

To this might be added that to properly represent a client in a 


real estate transaction one must have a knowledge of the law of | 


property, mortgages, contracts, damages, wills, trusts, evidence, 
specific performance, domestic relations, taxes, and many other 
legal subjects,—which no layman broker possesses. 

Thus, the rationale of the instant case would seem to proscribe 
acts of real estate brokers in drawing legal documents in connection 
with any sales, mortgages, leases, etc., negotiated by them, except 
possibly where the broker is himself a party to the transaction, and 
this proscription includes filling in of printed forms. 

The reasoning of the Supreme Court’s opinion may also have 
instructive value in delimiting the sphere of activities of accountants, 
estate planners, pension experts and other groups whose activities 
frequently involve legal advice and drawing of legal documents. 


| fecting business or a sensational | 


be weighed in determining what | 


most | 
helpful section on seeking em- | 
ployment and weighs the relative | 


(Owners and Counsel of In- 
|surance Brokerage Corporation 
| may not act as attorneys against 
|insured customer of broker). 
| Our firm shares an office with 
|}an insurance brokerage corpora- 
ition. My partner and I are 
|counsel to and the sole 
|holders of the brokerage 
|poration, but otherwise h 
‘connection with it whats 
| being neither directors, officers 
|employees or agents. 

On occasion, as the result of 
an automobile accident, a 
senger injured in a ve 
operated by an assured 
brokerage corporation, desires to 
retain us to prosecute a 
against such operator. 

May we represent such 
jured passenger against 
sured of the brokerage co 
tion? Would your answer be 
otherwise if we did not 
counsel to the corporation 


stock- 





oever 


Das- 
vas 








Answer to Question No. 490 
There is a strong likelihood 
that upon the facts stated 
{counsel for the brokerage 
poration represents the injured 
passenger, it would constitute 
unethical conduct whether 
not the inquiring attorneys acte¢ 
as counsel to the brokerage cor- 
poration. This follows from Can- 
on 6: 
“The obligation 
the client with un 
fidelity and not to divulg 
secrets or confidences {£0 
also the subsequent 
ance of retainers or em 
ment from others in n 
adversely affecting a! 
est of the client with 
to which confidence has 





to ré present 












reposed.” 
The fact that the tor 
were sole stockholders 


shared offices with the cc 
tion may place them in ; 
tion where such confidence 44s 
been reposed. 

The violation of 
even more pronounced 
Opinion 57 condemns us! 
office as a feeder of business: 

“It is not necessarily impropé 

for an attorney to engage ~ 

a business; but impropriety 

arises when the business ot . 

such a nature or is conducte¢ 

in such a manner as to be +5 

consistent with the lawyers 

duties as a member of the Bat 
| Such an inconsistency arise? 
| when the business is one ‘4 
will readily lend itself - 
means for procuring Proi 
sional emploment for fim. ~ 
such that it can be used 4s ° 
cloak for indirect solicitatior 
on his behalf, or is of a nature 
that, if handled by 2 lawy® 
would be regarded as the pra’ 
tice of law. ***” 


ano) 
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Sunday Closing 





(Continued from page 1) 
The conflicting objective of 13 
chapter 119 as visualized by the | 47 


England...” (Pfeffer 228. See 
Harris, Treatise on Sunday Laws 
(1892); Rodman v. Robinson, 
S.E. 19, 21-23 (N.C. Sup. Ct. 


majority was to strike at speci- | 1904); Crown Kosher Super Mar- 
fe, unwarranted interferences | Ket of Mass., Inc. v. Gallagher, 


qith the opportunity for Sunday 
ect and recreation; and so view- 
og, Chapter 119 was said to con- 
template 
sunday ac 
the scope O sob 
awful. The majority remanded 
tor trial the question of whether 


vne classification adopted by the 
pgislature in Chapter 119 reason- 
“niy effectuated the legislative 
zoal Justice Burling agreed with 
ne majority but filed a concur- 
“ing opinion in which he express- 
» stated that the Two Guys re- 
+ did not remove municipal 






matters. The dissenters believed 
chapter 119 was and should be 
ynsidered as a supplement to 


| 
} 
| 


that the pursuit of| 
tivity unaffected by|Sunday laws thus cannot ser- 


f its prohibition was|iously be doubted. Indeed, re- 


supra (176 F. Supp. at 477) dis- 
senting opinion) ). 


The sectarian ancestry of 


; search discloses that most exist- 
|ing Sunday laws manifest at 


|this perspective, 


hority to legislate on Sunday | 


¥J.S. 24: 171-1 et seq. And, as 


itutional because its selec- 
«ye classification did not rea- 
snably relate to establishment 
>§a day of uniform rest and be- 
suse its imposition of penalties 
‘or only certain Sunday sales was 
ynwarrantedly discriminatory. 
Furthermore, viewing Chapter 
119 independently, from the ma- 
rity’s perspective, they consid- 
ered the statute’s classification 
erbitrary on its face. 

I 
THE DEVELOPMENT, 
VALIDITY, AND PROPER 

POLICE POWER OBJECTIVES 

OF SUNDAY LAWS 
currently of topical 
Sunday legislation is 








inougn 





sservance of the Sabbath goes 

to Mount Sinai and the 
‘°ommand” to rest on the seventh 
cay. (Pfeffer, Church, State and 
Freedom 227 (1953) hereinafter 
ted as “Pfeffer’’).) The seventh 
C f course, was the Sabbath 
Sinai. The earliest recog- 
f Sunday observance by 
ns dates back to the 2nd 
itury. (Pfeffer 228), And the 
rst Sunday law was adopted by 
Hi Emperor Constan- 
uné in 321 A.D. Thereafter Sun- 
cay laws arose in Gaul and Eng- 


Ageia 








and. The English statute, enac- 
din the reign of Charles II, 
2: Car. II, c.7 (1676), served as 


asis Of most similar Amer- 
vs. (Pfeffer, 228). It mere- 
ibited one from pursuing 
“3 Ordinary calling on Sunday. 
Reeves v. Butcher, 31 N.J.L. 224, 
Ct. 1865). The thirteen 
American colonies en- 
nday measures, antici- 
n e English statute. Vir- 
£148 was the first, passed in 
2.0. “The law [was] a product 
‘ the Church-state union of 

‘ colony, as its antecedents 
‘€é products of church-state 
<.0n in Judea, Rome, Gaul, and 






5 (Qun 
2 ‘OUD 










| virtually 


least sectarian motivation. From 
two questions 
assert themselves: A.) What per- 
missible police power objectives 
may a Sunday closing law prop- 
erly seek to attain? B.) Assum- 
ing furtherance of religious in- 
terests is not a permissive ob- 
jective, do religious overtones to 


an otherwise proper Sunday law | 


invalidate that law? 


A 
POLICE POWER OBJECTIVES 


Health, Safety, Morals and 
Welfare— 

Beyond dispute, furtherance of 
these interests, proper objects of 
police power regulation, may be 
sought through the medium of 
Sunday closing legislation. In 
point of fact, they constitute 
the sole basis upon 
which Sunday enactments have 
been justified and _ sustained. 
The usual thesis advanced is 
that the legislature may ordain 
a day of rest to protect all per- 
sons from the “evil” of physical 
and moral degradation which 
ensues from the effects of un- 
interrupted labor.’ But Sunday 


| laws designed to further the pub- 


origin. “Compulsory | 


| Smith, 


lic welfare have been upheld on 
grounds which view the “evil” 
sought to be eliminated from a 
different perspective. A Sunday 


}enactment, for example, may 
serve the public weal by focusing 
upon unwarranted intrusions 


which disrupt the Sunday peace 
and quiet. (City of Springfield v. 
supra (19 S.W. 2d 1); 
A. B. C. Liquidators, Inc. v. Kan- 
sas City, 322 S.W. 2d 876, 884 (Mo. 
Sup. Ct. 1956); Hertz Washmobile 
System vy. South Orange, supra 
(41 N.J. Super. at 122-23).) Or 
it may strike at the causes of 
Sunday traffic congestion which 
not only endangers the safety 
of the Sunday driver but also 
impedes his pursuit of rest and 
recreation. (See Gundaker Cen- 
tral Motors v. Gassert, supra (23 
N.J. at 82).) And some Sunday 
bans have been sustained as san- 
itary measures—i.e. to protect, 
for example, “the public health 
in the conduct of a business that 
is peculiarly subject to the ha- 
zards of communicable diseases.” 
‘Amodio v. Board of Commis- 
sioners of W. New York, 133 
N.J.L. 220, 224 (Sup. Ct. 1945). 
See also Justesen’s Food Stores 
v. City of Tulare, 84 P. 2d 140 
(Colo. Sup. Ct. 1938).) 
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|public interest is beyond ques- 


| Act: Judicial Interpretation, 68 


| protect 


| Curtailments on Distribution In- 








Economic 

The specific question is whe- 
ther a Sunday ban may serve 
economic ends. The broad prob- 
lem involved is whether control 
of competition is within the po- 
lice power. That government has 
the right and authority to regu- 
late economic activity in the 


tion. Anti-trust laws are design- 
ed to maintain a competitive 
economy. (Note, Market Power 
and the Anti-trust Laws: “New” 
Old Section 7 of the Clayton Act, 
66 Yale L. J. 1251 (1957); Letwin, 
The First Decade of the Sherman 


Yale L.J. 900 (1959).) The 1950 
amendment to section 7 of the 
Clayton Act was designed to 
strengthen this policy with re- 
spect to corporate mergers. (See 
American Crystal Sugar Co. v. 
Cuban-American Sugar Co., 259 
F. 2d 524 (2nd Cir. 1958), affirm- 
ing 152 F. Supp. 387 (S.D. N.Y. 
1957); Comment, ‘Substantially 
to Lessen Competition ...’: Cur- 
rent Problems of Horizontal Mer- 
gers, 68 Yale L.J. 1627 (1959).) 
The price-stability object of the 
Robinson-Patman Act seeks to 
competition, to shield 
small business against the mass 
marketing methods which large 
chains have the capacity to em- 
ploy. (Note, Robinson-Patman 


novation: A Status Sought For 
Functional Discounts, 66 Yale 
L. J. 224 (1957); Rowe, Price Dif- 
ferentials and Product Differen- 
tiation: The Issues Under The 
Robinson-Patman Act, 66 Yale 
L. J. 1 (1956); Note, The Simpli- 
city Pattern Case: Robinson-Pat- 
man Confounded, 68 Yale L. J. 
808 (1959); see Note, The Good 
Faith Defense of the Robinson- 
Patman Act: A New Restriction 





Appraised, 66 Yale L.J. 935 
(1957).) Congress has the au- 
thority to ntr destructive 
competitive practices (See Sun- 


shine Anthracite Coal Company 
v. Adkins, 310 U.S. 381 (1940); 
United States v. Rock Royal Co- 





Operative, Inc., 307 U.S. 533 
(1939)), and to place additional 
burdens on one of two competi- 


tive products, oleomargarine as 
compared with butter, for exam- | 
ple. (See McCray v. United States, 


195 U.S. 27 104); 64 Stat. 20 
(1950); 27 U. S. C. A. $347 (1959 
Supp.).) 


The right of the States to pro- 


mote the public welfare through 
economic controls was firmly es- 
tablished by Nebbia v. New York, 


Auto-Kit > v. Woodbridg 


pinion 











t. App. 1931); 
19 S.W.2d 1 


(Mo. Ct. 
Ir y 


v. Cle 








Mosko 
p. Ct. | 


291 U.S. 502 (1934), which sus- 
tained a New York law permit- 
ting price fixing in the milk in- 
dustry. Consistent with due pro- 
cess and the commerce clause, a 
state.may regulate competition, 
favoring one type of business ov- 
er angther. (See Nippert v. Rich- 
mond, 327 U.S. 416 (1946); Mc- 
Goldrick v. Brewing-White Coal 
Min. Co. 309 U.S. 33 (1940); Pu- 
get Sound Power & Light Co. v. 
Seattle, 291 U.S. 619 (1934); 
Gundling v. Chicago, 177 U.S. 
183 (1900); San Francisco S. News 
Co. v. City of So. San Francisco, 
69 F.2d 879 (9th Cir. 1934); Hood 
v. DuMont, 336 U.S. 525, 566 
(1949) (dissenting opinion). And 
see Dobbins v. Los Angeles, 195 
U.S. 223, 226-7 (1904); ef. Pierce 
Oil Corp. v. Hope, 248 U.S. 498 
(1919).) And in Great Atlantic 
& Pacific Tea Company v. Gros- 
jean, 301 U.S. 412 (1937), a state 
statute, imposing a tax on chain 
stores graduated upon the basis 
of the number of stores operated 
by the chain within and without 
the state, was sustained against 
a commerce clause attack and 
against a charge that it discrim- 
inated in favor of local chains: 


“In the exercise of its po- 
lice power the state may forbid 
as inimical to the public wel- 
fare, the prosecution of a par- 
ticular type of business, or reg- 
ulate a business in such a man- 
ner as to abate evils deemed 
to arise from its pursuit. 
Whatever a state may forbid 
or regulate it may permit upon 
condition that a fee be paid 
in return for the privilege, and 
such a fee may be exacted to 
discourage the prosecution of 
a business or to adjust com- 
petitive or economic inequali- 
ties.” (301 U.S. at 426). 


Due process requires the legisla- 
tion to have a reasonable rela- 
tion to a valid and proper pur- 
pose (Nebbia v. New York, supra.) 
The commerce clause requires a 
pressing local need and legisla- 
tion which does not seek to dis- 
criminate against interstate com- 
merce for the benefit of the lo- 
cal economy. (See e.g., Nippert v. 


| Richmond, supra; McGoldrick v. 





| 


| 


Berwind-White Coal Min. Co., 
supra; Breard v. Alexandria, 341 
U.S. 622 (1951); Dean Milk Co. 
Madison, 340 U.S. 349 (1951); 
Hood v. DuMont, supra.) A wide 
range of regulation remains with 
the States, even though such ac- 
tion affects interstate commerce. 
(Breard v. Alexandria, supra; 
Kelly v. Washington, 302 U.S. 1, 
9-10 (1937); Ziffren v. Reeves, 
308 U.S. 132 (1939).) 

With respect to the problem at 
hand, however, research has dis- 
closed no Sunday closing statute 
in this country which was en- 
acted or judicially sustained for 
the avowed purpose of regula- 
ting economic competition. But, 
under proper circumstances, it 
would seem an incident of the 
police power to discriminate be- 
tween classes if the “common 
good” requires. And if the end 
might best be achieved by a Sun- 
day ban, such a measure would 
be proper. In Reingold v. Harper, 
6 N. J. 182 (1951), the court said: 

“The police power is exercis- 
able only to serve a basic in- 
terest of society; it is not in- 
vocable for the economic pro- 
tection alone of particular in- 
dividuals or groups of indivi- 
duals. The relief sought must 

come within the range of a 

reasonable requirement for the 

common good and welfare...” 

(6 N.J. at 192.) 


(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 


LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


Thank you for your patronage. 
We have moved to a larger studio at 
1112 BROAD STREET 
NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 
Bigelow 3-2288 


SEYMOUR RING 


Commercial Photography 

















HARRY A. TAYLOR 


and Associates 


REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
AND CONSULTANTS 


Member of American Institute of 
Real Estate Appraisers 
23 South Harrison Street 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 























LAW PRINTERS 


JAMES E. FLETCHER, Manager 


| 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 
New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5. N. J. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 


Specialists 
APPENDICES AND 
BRIEFS ON APPEAL 




















FOR YOUR NEGLIGENCE CASES! 





NEGLIGENCE LAW IN 
THE ATLANTIC STATES 


By HARVEY G. STEVENSON 


The complete up-to-date negligence 
law of New Jersey plus added dis- 
cussions and decisions of the nine 
other jurisdictions in the Atlantic 
Reporter. 


Proven to be an authoritative text that 
answers quickly day-to-day questions 
of liability or non-liability in 
“accident cases”. 


HARPER and JAMES 
THE LAW OF TORTS 


Two of the world’s leading authori- 
ties provide not only a full statement 
of the principles of the law of torts 
but also a penetrating commentary 


based on both logic and social policy 


COMPLETE COVERAGE: 
@ INTENDED TORTS 
e ACCIDENTS 
@ CONFLICT OF LAWS 


Cited by the New Jersey Courts 


3 VOLUMES — $50.00 


3 VOLUMES — $60.00 


MArket 45533 


GANN LAW BOOKS 


1 | 224 MARKET STREET 


SSeS eee 


NEWARK 2, N. J. 



































83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 39) 


































































































Page Six NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JUNE 23, 1960 93 
aaa a i “~~ 
i to-house selling in many lines.” | stitutional issue in such a reli- Diaests of Recen 
Sunday Closing . ‘ (341 U.S. at 626-27.) gious objection. And for this rea- 9 Opinions t 
(Continued from page 5) cess, commerce clause and’ ‘free | Thus, granting the right to reg- | S0n, he —— panes jn eh $ 
. speech objections, sustained an| ulate economic competition, the | religious grounds a Pennsy! (Continued from page 3) 
If the common good requires the! p-ginance which prohibited so- | question becomes not one of pow- | Sunday closing statute which he 
economic protection of particu-|)i.itors from calling upon the|er to act but rather one of a found to have decidedly religious | wil] and judgment. And the pres. ( 
lar groups or individuals, then occupants of private homes un-| proper means to a justifiable aspects. And see Pfeffer, Church, | sure exerted was Wrongful sins, An 
it would be proper for the police |je;; requested or invited to do|end - ie., a reasonable exercise | State & Freedom (1953) pp. 230-/| by the statute under which ;,—§ Ro 
power to be exercised to this end.| ., though perhaps the annoy-|of that power. (See Nebbia v. | 241. was appointed an investigator ;. Bye 
Thus, if the economic status of| ance of solicitation and the fact |New York, supra.) By contrast, in Crown Kosher | had secured tenure and wa; ;.. [Sid 
city merchants is being adversely that as “a matter of business] pejigi Super Market of Mass., Inc. v. movable only “for cause”, whic. Ho 
affected by Sunday highway} fairness it may be thought not eligion a dip alia Gallagher, supra, Judge Magru- | means just cause and exercise. $3, 
sales to the detriment of the! yeaiy sporting to corner the Some ie esas A . der considered the Friedman/|the power of removal only af:. N 
State economy, a ban on such quarry in his home” (341 U.S. at that Sundays laws are aie ~|case insignificant, perfunctorily | some hearing and an opportu; der 
sales would seem reasonable and | g97) influenced the decision. it | .°US O° &™ People v. Friedman, | gisposing of it in a footnote, and | to present a defense. This rig: By 
necessary. N. J. Good Humor, Inc. appears, as Chief Justice Vinson’s 96 N.E. 2d 184 (N. Y. ad 4 held the Massachusetts closing was never afforded plaintiff p,, "Ww 
v. Bradley Beach, 124 N. J. L. 162/ giccont indicates (341 U.S. at 1950), appeal dismissed 3 ‘*-|law unconstitutional as religious | was he advised thereof. An 2. MB any 
(E. & A. 1939), however, invali- | ¢4g) that the majority opinion 907 (1950); Commonwealth Vv. | jegislation constituting an im-jbitrary dismissal as threaten: wa 
dated an ordinance prohibiting recognizes a power to protect Bauder, 145 A. a ee — proper exercise of the police| by the deputy therefore constity:. IR sep 
hawking, peddling, vending and|joca) merchants from the eco- oe cee Pag org power. ; Me a wrongful act. - 
selling goods, wares and mef-| nomic competition of solicitors. + ea alot ~~ sien. eon From a logical viewpoint, Judge) The resignation is set aside an: fe LOE 
chandise from hee ows to oe And in vindicating government’s tgp see age “ei 224 (Sup ee ory en held void as a product of dure. Je 22! 
which was sought to be justified, | ,; “ rd its citizens| q “eg te -|The refusal to reinstate plain:s me Red 
in part, as a measure to protect cd lh _ snl he life” | a — v. eS Judge Magruder’s treatment of| wa; 4 wrongful discharge and é. n1 
local merchants. The opinion in- | the majority stated: Pee A yooh ae Friedman is superficial and mis-|fengant is directed to reinsta:; 2m 
dicates such an objective consti- “The question of a man’s te pense 0 oa ar ae leading, and gives one the im- plaintiff. However, plaintiff car. Je 45S 
tuted “an arbitrary use of sov- right to carry on with propri- “te “ap re = eo ao pe Se pression that it was an uncom-!not recover in this action h: 28] 
ereign power”. (124 N.J.L. at ety a standard method of sel- ry “e ag ag : “g es fortable hindrance to the result back pay for the period durizs A 
168.) But certainly the case ling is presented here in its of oe p= “sen ac a c oe he desired to reach. He says:| which he was wrongful! ° elp 
should not stand for the proposi-| jnogst appealing form - an as- cans paee s eenaieaal — 3 The New York law has feW | charged and rendered no rat 
tion that such action is always sertion by a door-to-door so- oan fri ao ee ‘ag characteristics or roots in his- While an “employee” may r. rn 
arbitrary. In a rapidly changing,| jicitor that the Due Process | wi,_ a aa re cm rt er. | rere tending to indicate that it) cover for loss of income by virtu: i sch 
complex economy, such measures/ Cjayse of the Fourteenth A- yo eagerness a po Po is religious regulation; and the/ of a wrongful discharge, a “py. J pro! 
may not only become necessary! mendment does not permit a _ hie me avo iene c ys | New York courts have consistent- lic officer” cannot so recover. E: [tive 
but perhaps, someday, common-|  ctate or its subdivisions to de- ee ] e a 4 P pete rool ly interpreted it as a “civil reg-l sole remedy must be based on # care 
place. A step in this direction is prive a specialist in door-to- gious — nner er hee ov ulation”. The New York author- statutory authority and t Ame 
demonstrated by Breard v. Alex-|  qoor selling of his means of police age ogi in strong | ities quoted in Judge Hastie’s| none here. The test of wheth:: [clerk 
andria, 341 U.S. 622, 95 L. Ed.| jivelinood. But. . . we think |OU* ‘ather irs er gene — opinion devastate this evaluation. | one is a “public officer” or a mer: J or ( 
1233 (1951). The United States that even a legitimate occupa- few er which di Poni oe 4 The statute sets aside Sunday “employee” is whether he is con: He 
Supreme Court, against due pro- tion may be restricted or pro- ain gg Ss aan re for rest and religious use , and} cerned in the administration of A Judi 
=| hibited in the public interest| (yy Ct. App. 1912): People y. | pets certain acts “which are | public duties; whether he is ix- [the | 
. — gel i gr oe (N.Y. Ct. App. 1912); People v.| serious interruptions of the re-| yested with any powers partakin and 
Fire Adjus ing . bs th 8} aie Moses, 140 N.Y. 214 (Ct. App. pose and religious liberty of the in any degree in the administr2- from 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS - ere : a hee gpg 1893); People v. Ruggles, 8 Johns | community.” And in People v.| tion of civil government and pe Mn 1) 
IRVING M. MINION aay =  aanaas Ghaane- 290 (N.Y. 1811); People v. Zim-| Dunford, supra, and People v. forming duties which flow frox I sere 
Associated Adjusters a elie “ P ee — yp Bh it means, . ho - York | the none Senet. If sob: MM Supr 
fj ae , ae e ourt of Appeals explicitly up-|is a public officer. Such is th: ay 
et 2 ea neg ont ee the | Baseball Club of Philadelphia, held the right of the legislature | case oon since plaintiff's dutiz He 
ae — none ia iia sae 138 Atl. 497 (Pa. Sup. Ct. 1927); | to set aside a day of religious ob- | were clearly “governmental” an: ont | 
just t of constitutional State v. Hurliman, 123 A. 2d 767 servance as an incident of the “public” in character. He fall ea 
ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED Jus rege ; RP peng (Conn. Sup. Ct. 1937); Para- valid police power objective of! within the category of police o a 
W. D. ETTINGER & C0 a Wine conditions atthe | mount-Richards Theatres v./ regulating the public morality.|ficers, county detectives and 4 “e 
eV. ° icular living conditions a ©) City of Hattiesburg, 49 So. 2d/These decisions were in no wise | men. { th 
FIRE ADJUSTERS time and place. Everyone poco 574 (Miss. Sup. Ct. 1950); People | repudiated by that court in the} Judgment accordingly Th 
FOR TEE Aepenes nen Rawe -_ -qpion pred tgs v. Aliprantis, 187 N.Y.S. 2d 477| Friedman case, which acknow- pihineamiainmnees start 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK ge cacao ag eee tt - (App. Div. 1959); People v. Bin- | ledged the statute’s religious ori- Announcement : §) 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 ye reasona eg aa : ot stock, 170 N.Y.S. 2d 133 (Cty.| gin, but said that it constituted late 
— unten of all.” ( »S. al) of. ah aa see State v. Haase, secular regulation. (96 N.E. 2d Mortimer Wald and M. Marri: fi Los £ 
—We Cooperate With Attorneys— “Unwanted knocks on the at — ” we — si } at 186). q Soperstein have moved their o!- MH open 
SARASOHN & CO. door by day or night are aloe pg og tee onan npor| it is therefore feasible to ar-| tices from 10 Commerce Court *: Juc 
isance or worse to peace and of Boston, 199 NE. 2d 591 (Mass. rive at the unexpected conclu-|744 Broad St., Newark 2 were 
eae pvsyst fio nin met The local retail mer- | oUP-Juq. Ct. 1958); State v. Med- | sion that, as of this moment, it 2off 
24 commence STREET, eer too, has not been un- vol es ee ee = | metas = — State | pm OVER 40 YEARS SER | — 
Newark 2, N. J. mindful of the effective com-| ¢jsions appear oc: he fanciful, 8 gir pese =< Ben eel scnnecie il pote APPRAISE sag 
otras petition furnished by house-|jight of the basic constitutional | be sustained under the Federal TETATES. INHERITANCE. TAX Comn 
7 sort doctrine of separation of Church | Constitution as a valid police reg- |] FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS and F 
and State. “Neither a state nor| ulation of the morals and wel- ~ "ML R. LANES e 
the Federal Government can set | fare of the community. 45 CLINTON STREET. NEWARK 2, N.J hoo 
a up a church. Neither can pass | EE pe PO MArket 2-7298 
laws which aid one religion, aid | (Continued 0 , COL. 
Elementary, all religions, or prefer one re- | " 
ligion over another.” Illinois ex | 
My Dear Watson rel. McCollum v. Board of Educa- | | ABRAHAM W. SLATNICK & ASSOCIATES Ne 
ee ae CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS : 
( FP -if} Em} 
POT TIT II tei split in Phecrignsnc aaa | 744 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 2, N. a. oorts 
district court decisions gives one ||| Mitchell 3-2000 — Night Phone: WYman 2-3214 ment 
In a commencement address at Columbia Unk pause. Is the setting aside of | | Accurate Deposition, Conference and Convention Reporting At of 
Sunday as a day of religious ob- | port f 
versity, Nicholas Murray Butler once defined an servance, and the encouragement | Office, 
“ : of such observance, within the | 7 Cu 
expert as “one who cee = = about enllon guuey? a Ganda | - 
less and less.” What this distinguished educator Harrison-Allentown, Inc. v. Mc- . at 10 
arning against Ginley, supra, Judge Hastie, | If our client owns Emp 
sonlly aneant, we presume, ne 8 speaking for a three-judge fed- | y ‘ial de 
the limitations inherent in specialization. eral district court, strongly sug- | 1+} eS, u 
gested that the United States securities oe and I 
Through the years we have learned more nae a “_ rnpeet = ie 
eople of New York, .S. 907, eee - ‘delity Union Rust 
and more about more and more aspects of the 95 L. Ed. 1345 (1951), a per curi- | oe — advantage to have a Fidelity eh 





| am decision rendered subsequent 
| to McCollum (quoted supra), has 
sanctioned such a practice. His 
theory is based on the Court’s 
| refusal to find a ‘substantial fed- 
eral question” in an appeal which 


broad field of underwriting real estate title risks. We will hold his securities in safekeeping, make col- 


lections for him, advise him of subscription rights, and 
Carry out any special instructions he may have. 

If you like, we will gladly send you or your client a 
pamphlet explaining this service in detail. Simply 





The result is that today more and more real 
estate investors and attorneys depend more and 
more upon the applied title information and 
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Philadelphian Wins 


Sudden Emergency 





AT THE SOMERSET COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION OUTING 
Thursday, June 16, 1960 


$3000 A.B.A. Ross Essay | Doctrine and Proximate | | Twin Brooks Country Club, Watchung 


Award 


Chicago — The winner of the 


American Bar Association’s 1960 
Ross Essay competition is a 55 


ar-0) id _Falodsipnie attorney, 
i The competi- 
a cash award of 


“carries 


$3,000. 
Mr. Schulman, a former 
deputy attorney general of Penn- 


speci al 


yania, will be presented the 
-ward and a citation at the 83rd 
| meeting of the ABA in 
gton, D.C., on Thursday, 
september 1. His winning essay 
subject “What New and 
red Methods of Adminis- 
Supervision Would Aid in 
reducing Delay and Cong -stion 
i. | Courts s?” was judged best 
¢ 25 entries submitted by 
sociation members in _ this 
year’s —- 
; cing attorney in Ph 
ince 1931, Mr. Schulman 
ted cum laude from the 
rsity of Pennsylvania law 
in 1929. Throughout his 
ynal life he has been ac- 
e bar work. Early in his 
reer he was a fellow of the 
an Law Institute, and law 
jerk of the Pennsylvania Super- 
ior Court. 

He is past chairman of the Civil 
Judicial Procedure Committee of 
ne Philadelphia Bar Association, 

ast year received a citation 
the association for his work 
field. At present he is 
y of the Pennsylvania 
me Court committee on 
ivil procedural rules. 
e also is engaged at the pres- 
ae in conducting a special 
y of the Pennsylvania judi- 
ystem under a grant from 
‘he Institute of Judicial Research 
the Pennsylvania law school. 
e Ross Essay competition was 
tarted in 1934 through a bequest 
000 to the ABA from the 



























ate Judge Erskine M. Ross of 
los Angeles. The competition is 
pen to all ABA members. 

Judges for the 1960 competition 


Judge Alexander Holt- 
2ff, of Washington, D.C.; John 

er, former president of the 
is (Ohio) Bar Association 
2 rman of the ABA special 
Com e on Court Congestion, 
2ssor Harry A. Kalven of 
versity of Chicago law 






Employer Report Forms 
Now Available At 
Newark Area Office 


loyers required to file re- 
ier the Labor-Manage- 
eporting and Disclosure 
1959 may now obtain re- 
1s at the Newark Area 
was announced today 
Keough, Acting Area 
The office is now located 
2 1060 Broad Street, Newark. 
<mployers involved in finan- 
igs with their employ- 
ions, and union agents, 
relations consultants 
tain specified conditions 
a detailed report with 
© secretary of Labor. 












Tontnr TO 
MutT 


Announcement 


bert M. Vorsanger has open- 
--Ulces for the general practice 
y ] —— St., Englewood, 
: 4 30 M n Street, Hackensa ack. 











Cause Rule Reviewed 


The U.S. Court of Appeals for| j 


the Third Circuit, in Bailey v. 
Branin, No. 13029, had occasion to 
review the sudden emergency 
doctrine with relation to negli- 
gence as applied in New Jersey 
and also the law with relation to 
proximate cause and found the 
trial court had committed prejud- 
icial error in its charge on both 
matters. 

That case involved a rear end 
collision in which plaintiff was a 
passenger in the front car and 
defendant the operator of the 
rear car. The defense was that 
the car in which plaintiff was 
riding had made a sudden and 
unexpected stop or slowing down 
and that this was the sole cause 
of the accident. 

In charging on the sudden em- 
ergency doctrine, the trial court 
said, “negligence cannot be im- 
puted because of the failure to 
perform a duty so suddenly aris- 
ing that there is not opportunity 
to apprehend the situation and 
act accordingly.” The Court of 
Appeals held that under New 
Jersey law the exoneration con- 
ferred by the doctrine does not 
apply when the driver’s negli- 
gence creates or contributes to 
the exigency, that is, where the 
one claiming the sudden emer- 
gency was himself, by reason of 
negligence, responsible for or had 
created the emergency. The ap- 
peals court ruled that it was pre- 
judicial error to fail to instruct 
the jury that the exoneration 
does not apply in such case. 

Also involved in the case was 
the question of whether a mastec- 
tomy of the breast for carcinoma 
was causably related to the trau- 
ma sustained in the accident or 
was merely the result of normal 
progression of a preexisting can- 
cer. The court charged that “it 
is necessary in order for plaintiff 
to recover to show that defen- 
dant was negligent, and secondly, 
that the negligence was the prox- 
imate cause of her injury. If 
there was an intervening cause, 
particularly with relation to the 
cancer, such as the normal course 
of the disease, then it cannot be 
said that the negligence of the 
defendant, if any, was the proxi- 
mate cause of the alleged aggra- 
vation of the cancer.” (emphasis 
supplied). 

The Court of Appeals held that 
the instruction insofar as it re- 
lated to liability for the happen- 
ing of the accident was erroneous 
in that under New Jersey law 
it is not necessary for a plaintiff 
to show that defendant’s negli- 
gence was “the” proximate cause 
of the accident, but only to estab- 
lish that it was “a” proximate 
cause. And, said the court, with 
relation to connection between 
the cancer and the accident, the 
charge was confusing and erron- 
eous. It should have been that 
if the cancerous condition merely 
represented the normal course of 
a pre-existing condition to which 
the injuries suffered in the acci- 
dent did not contribute, there 
was no liability with respect to it 
though defendant’s negligence 
contributed to the happening of 
the accident. 

The Court’s opinion, written by 
Kalodner, C.J., was filed June 7. 
Marcus and Levy represented the 
plaintiff and Harkavy & Lieb the 
defendant. 
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Night Phones: 


Co WALSH & COMPANY 


Vew Jersey’s Largest Certified Reporting Service 
605 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
WE ARE NEARER THAN YOU THINK! ... 


Our associate reporters live in the following counties: 


For prompt coverage call MArket 2-324; 
HUnter 6-5814 — ORange 3-3377 


Passaic Essex 
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East Orange 
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1. Senator William E. Ozzard and U. S. Attor- 
ney Chester A. Weidenburner. 

2. Paul E. Feiring, Hon. Samuel Chiaravalli 
and George A. Mauro, Jr. 

3. Allan M. Rinehart, Karnick Odjakjian and 
James I. Bowers. 

4. Seymour S. Weinblatt, Justice Frederick W. 
Hall, Michael C. Mirk and J. Albert Mastro. 

5. Hon. John E. Barger, Stockton D. Fisher, 
Ruth A. Gray, Milton A. Weiss, Myron L. Levy 
and Samuel S. Milgrom. 






My 


6. Hon. Harold A. Price, Harry R. Stern, Paul 
G. Fleischer, Hon. Nelson K. Mintz, Hon. David 
I. Furman and Richard A. Norris. 

7. Augustus S. Dreier, Jack Kunzman, Harry 
W. Herzog, Edward M. Sullivan, Harold P. Jahnke 
and Hon. Wilbur C. Sickinger. 

8. Walter P. Romer, Hon. Julius Kwalick and 
Richard H. Thiele. 

9. William N. Ogden (cen) winner of Low 
Gross trophy, Michael D. Grennan and Herbert 
S. McKechnie. 
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Sunday Closing : 





(Continued from page 6) 





From a practical perspective, 
however, it would be proper to 
assume that the Supreme Court 
in Friedman was merely avoid- 
ing a controversial issue. At the 
very least it is improbable the 
Court would sanction religious 
motivation when it does fully de- 
cide the matter. And it would 
seem Judge Hastie’s opinion re- 
presents an attempt to force the 


The secular import of Friéed- 
man, of the other United States 
Supreme Court decisions on point 
and of Two Guys From Harrison- 
Allentown v. McGinley was for- 
warded by Chief Justice Wein- 
traub in the Two Guys majority 
opinion. He indicated that a Sun- 
day law enacted to serve sec- 
tarian interests would be patent- 
ly unconstitutional in violation of 
the First Amendment of the Fed- 
eral Constitution and Article I, 


*| ious 


icy coincides with certain relig- 
views. “For example, the 
State may denounce murder, 
larceny, and adultery, notwith- 
standing that religions also pro- 
scribe these acts.” Pointing to 
the prevalent type of Sunday 
law, the opinion detects a defi- 
nite identification between the 
public welfare and protecting 
against the evil of uninterrupted 
labor. And 
State is not preempted by the| 
circumstance that religion was 
first upon the scene.” 





“the power of the| 


ee 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 3, 


\\a 


Opinions Approved For Publication 


(Continued from page 1) 





that they were used for personal | 
affairs at public expense. It was 
not error to receive in evidence 
the motor vehicle 
criminal record which had been |} 
shown by N. Y. officers to de- | 
fendant who still persisted in ef- | 
forts improperly to influence | 
them as indicating an essential | 
j}element of the crime charged 


| 


spondent for six months, whic: 
| petitioner did. The wearing y: [esr 
the brace by the petitioner, yy. 
der the specific instruction ,: &.. + 
the physician, for the fixed rp. fe“ 


| heavy steel mold. He receive, C 
treatment from respondent em. [Beng 
ployer’s physician who, on pet. [Roi ! 
tioner’s last visit, January 1; Ora 
1956, prescribed that itione> 

offender’s | : Petitioner 





ear a brace furnished by r.. 


| medial period prescribed by the [Rs 
against defendant, i.e. wilfulness | physician was a remedy, 


L€. an 


Court to take such a step. Fur- As Chief Justice Weintraub|or a complete absence of good | attempt to cure the back cong. 





paragraph 4 of the New Jersey 


thermore, Judge Hastie’s opinion | constitution. (See also Hertz | indicates, possible religious ori- | faith. 'tion complained of, and y:. 
does not sustain the Pennsyl- Washmobile System v. South Or- | entation of Sunday bans and/|Eliasz et al v. Broadway Bank & |‘‘medical treatment” and there. 
vania statute as religious legis- | ange, 41 N. J. Super-110, 114 (Law | possible objections to the coinci- | Trust Co. (A-305-59, decided June | fore part payment of compens:. 





13, 1960) tion 


lation but as social legislation 
which is valid despite religious 
overtones. He points out that by 
refusing to take the Friedman 
case, the Supreme Court must 
have relied upon and reaffirmed 
Hennington v. Georgia, supra 
(163 U.S. 299) and Petit v. Minn- 
esota, supra (177 U.S. 164) which 
upheld Sunday laws as secular, 
“day of rest’”’ measures. And, as 
indicated above, it was upon the 
same basis that the New York 
Court in Friedman sustained the 
New York Sunday law, though its 
religious roots were acknowledg- 
ed. 


Div. 1956), affirmed 25 N. J. 207) 


(1957); State v. Fair Lawn Ser- 
vice Center, Inc., 20 N. J. 468, 482 
(1956) (dissenting opinion); Tu- 
dor v. Board of Education of 
Rutherford, 14 N. J. 31 (1953) ). 


B 
THE EFFECT OF RELIGIOUS 
OVERTONES 

The question is whether a 
Sunday law with a valid, secular 
police power objective must fall 
because it also manifests relig- 
ious overtones. It has two as- 
pects. The first involves possible 
motivation 


in enact- 


dence of secular and sectarian | 
goals are suggested by legislative | 
selection of the Christian Sab- 
bath for public welfare regula- | 
tion. The question thus resolves | 
to whether the legislative choice 





Full digest on page 2. 


June 13, 1960) 
Full digest on page 1. 
State v. Dunlap (A-119-59, decid- 


is unreasonable or susceptible to|ed June 9, 1960) 


the above attacks. In convincing | 
terms the opinion sustains the | 
legislative selection of Sunday as | 
reasonable and blunts religious 
attack by indicating that on the 
modern scene Sunday has acquir- | 
ed for the majority of citizens | 
aspects of a secular as well as a| 
religious holiday: 


Full digest on page 2. 
Hohl v. Mettler et al (A-122-59, | 
decided June 10, 1960) 
Full digest on page 3. 
SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Ridgefield Park et als v. Bergen 
Co. Bd. of Taxation et als (Ber- 
gen Co., L 9321-58 P.W., decided 


: meaning of RS. 34:15-51, with 
/In re Zach (A-671-58, decided! the result that the filing of peti. 
‘tion on February 17, 1958 wa; 
timely. 


her law offices to 28 West 
| St., Trenton 8. 


law offices 
Ave., Irvington. 


by the respondent wi 





Announcements 





Margaret L. Lebair has moveg 


Mm 


Richard Otto has move 
to 1351 Sprin 


oa 2. 
eh 
ef 
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religious “Today Sunday is many |June 7, 1960) . va 
things to many people. It is a| Entered judgment peremptor-| | comprere aTtoRNEY COopERaTiON| MPe § 
day upon which the vast ma-|ily commanding and enjoining | | BRUMBERG, JUDLOWE| H” 
jority of citizens seek respite | defendant county tax board to} & SIGLER Ai) a 
from the pressures and de- | equalize assessed value of all tax- | ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS s 
mands of ordinary routines.|able real and personal property | OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 
To some it is a day for relig-|in county on basis of its true| | #4 Howe Avenue, Passaic, N. J. 
ious, devotion alone. To others, | Value so that each taxing dis- | bors a 


ment and also concerns the fact 
that a secular ban may coincide 
with sectarian practices or prin- 
ciples. The second arises from 
|acknowledgment that a Sunday 
ban incidentally forces some 
measure of inactivity by all on 





A SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
HOME INSPECTION 
CONSULTANTS of N.J. 


A Professional Engineers report 
on the etructural and mechanical features [| | 
of a home, estore, factory, or plant 

Moderate fee Brochure on requeet 



























6 Banta Place, Hackensack, N. J. > ‘ ‘ : > S L bntn ~h -. ite | 
teeny eit weg on ig A i whether or not members of|trict shall bear its full, equal 

apegiag —p helemplonccrin titut! ‘ ally| faiths commanding religious and just share of county taxes. | 

 aanmaaaanine an unconstitutiona’’y | observance, it is a secular holi- | In provision of Art. VIII, sec. 1, | 





abridges the rights and freedom 


Mae : day for play, hobbies, recrea- | Par. 1 of Constitution that prop- | 
of those whose religion requires . 7 


Seeking Information? Confidential Investigation | 
To stil] | erty shall be assessed under gen- | 


WANT 
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Call Eliz. 2-2151 or Eliz 2-3359 f d tion or relaxation. 
Licensed and Bonded Established 1935 |} observance of another ay as pth fa are feral laws by uniform § rules 
TIC CASE ” erate ye Re eda others it is a combination of al] |@Ta+  4aws a , 
DOMESTIC CASES OUR SPECIALTY” I! the Sabbath. Judge Hastie’s opin- | of these. It is a day for fam-| “Shall” means “must” and re- 
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HANUS NATIONAL 
DETECTIVE AGENCY 


(Round the clock 24 hour service) 
1143 East Jersey St., Elizabeth 4, N. J. 


quires no enabling legislation to 
effectuate its mandate. Altho| 
Legislature is obliged to provide 
|adequate means for assessing 
value of real and personal prop- 


ion in Two Guys From Harrison- | 
Allentown, Inc. v. McGinley,. su- 
pra involved the former aspect, 
| Judge Magruder’s opinion § in 
Crown Kosher Super Market of 


ily and friendly reunions. Most 
people want Sunday to them- 
selves to do as they feel they 
should, each to prepare him- 
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ASSOCIATION 
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Mass., Ine. v. McGinley, supra, 


principally the latter. But though | 


distinct problems, a full answer 
the first will provide the 
means of resolving the second. 
Insofar as “Motivation” is con- 
cerned, it is not possible to probe 
the minds of individual legisla- 
tors. As the Two Guys majority 
“If a legislator 
for a measure to further 
some undisclosed, invalid pur- 
pose, he is accountable to his 
conscience alone. The judiciary 
may not interfere with the ex- 
ercise of lawful power upon the 
assumption that a wrongful pur- 
pose caused it to be exerted. 
McCray v. United States, 195 U.S 
27, 54, 49 L. ed. 78, 95 (1904).” 
The Two Guys opinion also re- 
solves the further question raised 
by the first aspect of the relig- 


states, 


votes 







ious issue which asks whether 
the fact that secular regulation 
may coincide with sectarian pre- 
cept results in constitutional in- 
terdi n. Chief Justice Wein- 
raut licated a statute cannot 

objec- 


be subjected to religious 
1 nor ascribed a religious ori- 


ree } 
lts pol- 
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self in his own way to meet 
the demands of Monday morn- 
ing. 

Thus the public health and 
welfare are implicated when 
the hustle and bustle mount 
and intrude unreasonably upon 
opportunities for rest, leisure 
and diversion .. . [The inroad 
may be direct for example 
when Sunday commercial ac- 
congest the highways 

impinging upon the Sunday 

peace and recreational pur- 
suits; it may be indirect when 
economic pressures force Sun- 
day labor]. Hence we can not 
say that Sunday may not con- 
stitutionally be selected by the 
legislature in pursuit of a pur- 
pose to provide relief from the 
routine.” 
(That the legislature has a wide 
discretion in choosing the day of 
rest, and may properly select the 
day which is most convenient to 
the greatest number of people 
ie.. Sunday, see State v. McGee, 
supra ‘(75 S.E. 2d at 790). State v. 
Suncrest Lumber Co., supra (11 
B.S.E. at 884); In re Berman's 
Petition, supra (75 N.W. 2d at 10); 
Komen vy. City of St. Louis, supra 

289 S.W. at 842); and see cases 
cited by Two Guys majority fol- 
lowing exerpt quoted above). 

The second aspect of the re- 
ligious problem whether a 
Sunday ban unwarrantedly 
abridges the freedom of individ- 
uals who religiously observe an- 
other day — was not before the 
Court in Two Guys. But the an- 
swer of the majority to the first 
aspect incidentially resolves the 
second. Once Sunday’s status as 
a secular holiday and the rea- 
sonableness of legislative selec- 
tion of this day for furtherance 
of the public welfare by restrict- 


tivities 


ing 


ledged, 
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citizen activity is acknow- | 
the claim of unconsti- | 
tutional intrusion upon individ- | 


LEGAL SIZE FILE CABINETS 


erty by uniform rule, fact that 


legislation may be inadequate 
does not render constitutional 
provision ineffective. Statutory 


grant of authority to county tax 
boards to equalize assessments 
carries with it authority to per- 
form whatever necessary acts are 
incident thereto. 
Gobac v. Davis (Essex Co., L 1863- 
59 P.W., decided June 8, 1960) 
Full digest on page 3. 
COUNTY COURT 
Mangieri v. Spring Tool Co. (Un- 
ion Co., Law Div.-App. 773, de- 
cided June 6, 1960) 

Reversed Work. Comp. Div. dis- 
missal of petition as not filed 
within 2 years of last date of 
compensation payment. Petition- 
er truck driver had suffered back 
injury, upon previous back path- 
ology, in unloading and lifting 











ual rights falls. Since govern- 
ment control of Sunday pursuits 
constitutes a valid exercise of the 
police power, the circumstance 
that the freedom of action of 
some citizens is restricted on two 
days of the week — one by re- 
ligious conviction, the other by 
secular enactment — reveals no 
constitutional infirmity but ra- 
ther signifies the natural conse- | 
quence of any “reasonable” reg- | 
ulation, namely that inequitable 
results in certain instances are 
inevitable. 


| 
(To be concluded) 
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Announcement 





charles J. Farley, Jr. is now | 
engaged in the general practice | To all to whom these presents may come, 
law with offices at 1036 South 
ange Ave., Newark 6. 
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| STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


reeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to 
| by duly authenticated record a the p 
| ings for the voluntary dissolution 


thereof 
by the unanimous consent of = Bg stock- 








1960 


















































DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
sol to whom these presents 


3, It appears to my satisfaction, 
toly authenticated record of the 
voluntary dissolution 
the unanimous consent of all 
ems. deposited in my office mod 








e agent the rein and in charge th 


J ‘requirements of Title 





f the § State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
euty that the said a did. 





ngs aforesaid are now on 








— 














STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
., DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
, TIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
~'9 whom these presents may come, 





oat. It appears to 
cated record of the proceed- 
te t the vol untary dissolution thereof 
i = ‘uatinoas consent of all the stock- 


is _State, whose pri nci ne 





=f Pre 4 and in items ‘Samet. 


a of Title 14, 
of Revised Statutes 











. I,_the Secretary of 
{ New Jersey, Do Hereby 
said mentee did, on the 
nd executed and attested consent 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
po by all the stockholders 
ings aforesaid - now on file 


ded by la 
ean WHEREOF. 


WARD a 
Serdtary oF g@ATTEN. 


| holders, deposited in my office th 
THE MONARCH ELEC TRIO AL 
SUPPLY CO., INC. 


office is situated at No. 17 
in the City of Newark, County 
State of New Jersey (Bernard 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
1 upon whom process may be served), has 
‘'S | complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, 
of New Jersey, 
ed | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW THEREFORE, I, 


Academy Street, 


ON | Thirteenth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested 
poration, executed by all 
thereof, 


in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, 1 


have hereto set my hand and af- 


at Trenton. 
June, 


fixed my official seal, 
this Thirteenth day of 
(Seal) one thousand nine 


eixty. 
SDWARD J. PATTEN. 
ow of State. 


J June 23, 30. July 7 $21 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution theres 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders. deposited in my office that 











ARLIL CORP 
a cor aorenes on a this State, whose principa! 
ffi lated at No. 456 ] Avenue 
in Sorough of Englewo id int 
of Be rgen, State of New Jerse ian } 


Morrissey being the agent therein and 
e thereof, upon whom process may be 
ved), bas complied with the requirement 
f Title 14, Corporations, of Revis 
t of New Jersey, ninary to 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Coreiey that the sald cc orporation did. on the 
Si enth a f June 960, file ir 1 
ffi e a du executed an 4 1 ent 
in writing .* the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholder» 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 





Ceneral, 











attested 


have hereto set my hand and af 

fixed my officia! — at Trenton 

this Sixteenth of June 
(Seal) A.D.. = ened ” ci bundre: 

and six 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 


Secretary of —_ 


J.—June 23, 30, July 221.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these vresent# may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the unanimous coneent of all the stock 


in my office that 
IRON WORKS, ING 
whose principal 
Branford Place 


Iders. denosited 
NATIONAL 
a corporation of this State. 
oft i ituated at No. 24 
n e Cit of 
Stat f <f a ] 
being the agent Game Bi pei ine eae 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
ged THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
a of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
fy that ee - i did, on the 

1960 


exec ia and attested eonmnne 





office teenth da 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
Seal) AD me thousand nine bundred 


and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 

O° a0 Jul vi 





ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
DOCKET NO 

Cis Sot 


IT DGMENT 





ND D.- ENNETT, PHYLLIS) 
TT. JOYCE ANN BENNETT and 
CHRISTOPHER BENNETT 
























y 18, 
ten days hereof said 
of this judgment t 


1960 


pls 













the New Jersey Law 
wenty days after entry of | 
judgment and affidavit of pub 
Essex 







rent with the 


rtified 


County 
Judgmer 





he 3 int 
provisions of the Revised 
such case made | 
Conklir | 
nty Court | 
On Motion of 
LUM, FAIRLIE & FOSTER 
By s Richard Lum 
LJ Jine 23 $s.lu 


my satisfaction, 
roceed- 





a corporation of this State, whose principal 


of Essex. 


Freedman | J: ELUMER HAUSM 


Dated: May 20, 1960 
ESTATE OF MILLER, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of sal q 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subecribers. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITU TION 
MYRA M. THOMAS 
ANN, Attorney 


nue 


LEAH 





1000 Springfiel d 
Irvington 11 








L.J.—May 28.5 ine 2, 9, 16, 23 





of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 


the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
| Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


bundred and 











ste Ow N ' Dalia.Ng abu stisu 
ance. ireeton May 20, 1960. Whereas. The North 
American Life ineurance Company of Chicago, lo- 
cated at Chicago the State of Illinois, bas filed 
in this Department a sworn statement by the prop- 
er officers thereof, showing its condition on Decem- 








ber 31, 1959, and busines 

comp! ed in al! respecte with the laws of this State 
applicable to it; now efore, I, Charles R 
Howell, C ommissioner of Banking and Insurance of 


ersey, do hereby certify that 
to transact its 
accident and health 
ate in accordance wi with | law until 


authorized 





psa of life a 





nsur Aig! n this 


May 1961. The conditior ness of said 
as ollows: Admitted assets, $50,323,018.94; Liabil- 


except capital and surplus, $46,055,437.61; 
$1,653, 750.00; Surplus over all lia- 





the year, $10,- 


| 

1} | 

smpany at the date of such atatement, is shown 
) r $ | 

the year, $7, 706,- 





nto set | 








IN WITNESS WH F — 

ind aff my 9 at ‘Trent inn ia jay 

« ( = R. Howell, 
* surance, 

State of New Jersey — Dept. of Bar king and Ir sur. 
ance. Trenton, May 2 ‘ ee 
Farm Mutual Automobile Ineura nce Company, 
cated at be oomington, in the 6 
filed in this Department a sworn s lates’ by the 
proper of cers thereof, showing its condition on 


December 31, 1959. a for the year and 
respects with the laws of this 













| 
nois ha 1a | 
| 


W ore, I, Charles R 
Howell, Commissioner of Ba 
of the State of New 7 ' t 
said Company is duly aut zed to transact it 








appropriate bus au bile liability, prop- 
erty damage and sica ge insurance in this 
State in accorc ith May 1, 1961. 





The condition and 
date of such statemen 
ted assets, $567,899, 1 
ital and surplus, $4 
$750,000 
624.38; Income for the ; 
bursements for the y 68 

IN WITNESS WHE ‘eoF ] have ‘bereusta set 
my name and affixed my seal, at Trenton, the da 
and year first above written. Charles R. How 
Commissioner of Banking and Insurance. | 


aid Company at the 
follows: Admit- | 
ities, except cap- 
aranty Fund, | 
es, $155,369,- 
88.14; Dis- 
























State of New Jersey 
ance. Trenton, May 2¢ 
nental Assurance Company, 
the State of Illinois, has file 
sworn statement by the 
showing its condit 

isiness for the year and ha 
specta with the laws 

ow, therefore, I, Charles 
0 Banking and Insuran 
Jersey, do hereby ce 
authorized to trans 
life and accident ar 

accordance with 


nking and Insur- 
as, The Conti- 
ated at Chicago, in 
this Department a 
fficers thereof, 











ber 31, 1959, ar 









tion and busines aid 
such statement, is shown 
assets, . Soe 240,063 
and 92.216.8 
020 Ms 00: 
227 00: 





Ineome 











$ 000 000) or 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
— |in my said office as provided by law. 


State of New Jersey—Dept. of Banking and Insure 











ance. Trenton, May 20, 1960. Whereas, The Mue cane af — pigs = ne 
tual Trust Life Insurance Comrany, located at a"? ships 
Chicago, in the State of Illino : (Seal) > a thousand nine bo pia! 
Department a sworn statement by th . 

: TTEN 
ers thereof, showing its ¢ on December prt ng Po our . 
1959, and business for th r and has — I Jane 16. 40: 20 : $21 60 





n all respects with the laws of this State app 





the year and has | s 
| 


State of New Jersey—Dept. of Banking and Insur- 
hereas, _ Wash- 
jocated at 
Evanstdn, in the State of Illinois, oS filed i in this 
Department a sworn statement by the proper offic- 


ance. Trenton, May 20, 1960. W. 
ington National Insurance Company 


ers thereof, showing its condition on December 31, 
1959, and business 


it; nOW~therefore, I, Charles R. Hi 


assets, $285, 149,180.44; Liabilities, except capital 
and surplus, $2206: 1,666.18; Paid-up capital, $20,- 
000,000.00; Surplus over all liabilities, 
514.26; Income for the year, $95,194,996.13- Dis- 
bursements for the year. $78,819,857.27. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set 
my name and affixed my seal, at Trenton. the day 
and vear first above written. Charlee R. Howell 
Commissioner of Banking and Insurance. 


state of New Jersey—Dept. of Banking and Insur- 
ance. Trenton, May 26, 1960. Whereas, The Frank- 
lin Life Insurance Company, located at Springfield, 
in the State of Illinois, has f filed i in this Department 
a sworn statement by the proper officers thereof, 
showing its condition on December 31, 195, a 
business for the year and has complied in all ré& 
spects with the laws of this State applicable to it; 
now, therefore, I, Charles R. Howell, Commissioner 
of Banking and Insurance of the State of New 
Jersey, do ody certify that said Company 's duly 
authorised to transact ite appropriate business 
life insurance in this State in accordance with law 
until May 1, 1961. The condition and business of 
said Company at the date of such statement, is 
shown as follows: Admitted assets, $526,732,960.56; 
Liabilities, except capital and surplus, $463 887 
960.56; Paid-up capital, $18,028,828.00; Sur 
over all liabilities, 444, 821,172.00; Income ‘fo rt 
year, $128, Ho 184.08: Disbursements for the year, 
$74,567,368.2 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set 
my name and affixed my seal, at Trenton, the da 
and year first above written. Charles R. Howel 
Commissioner of Banking and Insurance. . 





‘or the year and has complied in 
all repens with the laws of this State applicable to 
lowell, Commis- 
ner of Banking and Insurance of the State of New 
Jersey, do heceby certify that said Company is duly 
authorized to transact its appropriate business of 
life and accident and health insurance in this State 
in accordance with law until May 1, 1961. The con- 
dition and business of said Company at the date of 

such statement, is shown as follows: Admitted 


$44,517,- 








| this day made on 
undersigned, 
| notice ‘Is 


under oath 


WIDMARK & GOLDBERG, 
110 Ce 
Newark 2, N. J 
L.J.—May 26, 


; Dated: May 19, 
ESTATE OF OSCAR GLASS, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
the application of the 

ale deceased, 
hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber, 
thelr claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased | 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 


Executrix of 


or affirmation, 


ANNA GLASS 
Attorneys 


mmerce Court 


June 2, 9, 16, 23 


1960 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
1. to whom these presents may come, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the ——— = of ~. hw stock- 
—— deposit in my office 
AC LEATHER: "CORPORATION 
4 oommmaien of this State, whose prince 
office is situated at No. 118 Adams Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey Zeitlin, 





(Victor 
being the agent therein and in charge thir 
pon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title |: 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the fssuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Eighth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings —— are = on file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 


have hereto eet my hard and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trerton. 
this Eighth day of June, A.D 


(Seal) = thousand nine hundred and 
xty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

Secretary of State. 


L.J June 16, 23, 30 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 

GROSS DISTRIBUTING CORP 

a corporation of this State, whose pr 
office is situated at No. 1060 Broad 
in the City of Newark, County of E 
State of New Jersey (Reuben P. Gold- 
stein, being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 








| Third day of 
| office a duly 





TAKE 
make application to the 
Court Honse, 


BELL & 


NOTICE OF APPLIOATION FOR 
CHANGE OF NAME 
NOTICE that the 


Newark, 


1960, at 10 o'clock in the 


BRENDA ANN 
ADUBATO 


MERATCHNIK 





New Jersey 
9. 18. 23 


Undersigned wil 
Essex County Court 
New Jersey, on June 
forenoon for 
| jndgment to assnme the name of Brenda 
Ann Merritt 

i | To all to 


$9.45 









NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE that the 


irt 





DENI AMIN 
SNJAMIN Sf HWA 
ER & HARRIN :TON 





23 $9.45 





corporation of this Stats 
office situated at No. 19¢ 
vard, in the City of 
Hudson, State of New 


a 


opriate bus» Gorrin the agent therein and in 
accordance thereof whe om process may be 
rd has com “4 the requirement 
14, ¢ porati ‘ é 
utes f New 
i this ti 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


all te whom these presents may come 

F nd Incite Greeting: 
Stati WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
y 4 at Bioom by dnly authenticated record of the proceed 
as filed in a De ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
tk by the upanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 
KRAHAR REALTY COMP ANY 





Jersey City “ 
Jersey (Ha 





of Ce icate f 
NOW, THEREFORE, !, the Secretary o! 


29,194.87: Income: State of the State of New Jersey, Do Herel» 
r te for th Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirteenth day of June, 1960, file in my 

ave hereunto set office a duly executed and attested consent 
at Trenton, the d@ {n writing to the dissolution of said cor 
aries K. Howe poration, executed by all the stockholders 

I ance thereof. which said consent and the record 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my 








to it; now, therefore, I, Charles R. Howell, 
missioner of Banking and | wee of the An of 
New Jersey, do hereby at said Company | 

s duly authorized to tr a priate buste 

vess of life insurance i n accordance 
with law until May : The condition and 
pusiness of said Company at the date of such state 
ment, is shown as follows: A tted assets, $201,- 
299,915.07; Liabilities, except capital and surp us 
$183,632,201.86; Surpl | abilities, $17 
667,713.21; Income for the year, $2 
Disbursements for the year, $21,788,510.73. 
IN WITNESS WHEREC F, I have hereunto « 
my name and affixed my seal, at 
and year first above written. Ck 
Commissioner of Banking and Insu 































TAKE 





| assume 
Anthony 
yenti, and Margé 


ANTHONY E. 
Attorney 
969 Stuyvesant Avenue 


J.—June 23, 30, July 7, 14 $14.49 


NOTICE 


| ESTATE OF MAE C. 
Pursuant to the 
WIENER, 
this day made, on 


notice 
under oath 
within 
will 


THE 
ely | PATRICK J. 
24 Commerce Street 

| Newark 2, N. 

| sane 9, 16, 23, 30. 


Dated: June 1, 
PALARDY. decease 
order of 
Surrogate of 


is hereby given to the 
or affirmation, 


six months from this date 


be forever barred from 
3AHAN, Attorney 


Juiy 7 











¢ enti Jos 
s Venti, ‘Barbara 









GUISEPPE VENT 
and as natural zg n f 
JOSEPH ANTHONY VENT 
CHARLES VENTIMIGLIA 

VENTIMIGLIA, 1 and 
MARGHERITA VE 
RUSSO 


for Plaintiffs 


LIA ndividually, 
¢ 





IMIGLIA, 
BARBARA 








yn, New Jersey 








ESTATE OF WILLIAM BAUMER, 

Pursuant to the 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
this day made on the application of the ander 
signed, Executor of said deceased. 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscriber. 
affirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said decedsed within six months 
from this date. or they will be forever barred 
from same 
against the subscriber 

L 


BURNETT B. ZIMMERMAN, 
24 Commerce Street 

Newark 2. N. J. 

L.J.—Ma) 26, 


Dated: May 17, 196 


order of 


recovering the 


BAUMER 
Attorney 


proseenting or 


.AWRENCE 


June 2, 9. 16, 23 





Certify that the said corporation did. on pose 
June, 1960 file 
executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proeeedings aforesaid are now on file 
} in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official! seal, at Trenton 
this Third day f June A.D 
(Seal) me thousand nine ane 
sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of, State. 





|L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7 sus 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presenta may com 
Greeting 
WHER ns AS 


It apnears t 








ty = ith nticated re 

n ry the 

br the unanimous conse 

holders. deposited in my 
& M 


CONSTRUCTION (ao 
corporation this State s¢ 
No $04" - 









Certif 


; “NE rw, THEREF ORE. 











by duly anthentica 
ings for a vol 
by the unanimous 





band and af- 





Certify that the 





duly exec 
in writing t the 
poration 
thereof, 


DAVID H 
the County of Essex 
the applieation of the 
undersigned, Administrator of said deceased, 
creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
or they 
prosecuting or 
et recovering the same against the aubecriber 
HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presenta may come 
time 9 
WHEREAS It apr 







riders. denosite: 


AEGIS 








NOW THERE 
the State 
said corperstion did 


4 Now de sey 





J 





fice 


T 





dissolntion 
by a 

d consent 
gs aforesaid 

ice as provided by ‘aw 

IN TESTIMONY WHFERFOF I 
bave bereto set my band and a’ 
fixed my official sea! at Trenton 


execu ted 





EDWARD J PATTEN 
Secretary of State 





deceased 
DAVID B 


notice is 


under oath or 





CHANALIS 


Newark 2. N. J 


c the sa st the subscriber 
HOWARD SATING S INSTITUTION 
LYNCH & MALONEY 





ver 
THE 


Attorneys 
St 


J Juve 9, 16, 23, 30, July 7 
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 catrenemnenie 
a i) 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSBY STATE OF NEW JERBEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY {TATE OF NEW JERSEY s > STATE OF NEu 
O a ATE NE "RSE STATE OF NEW JERSEY (L.8.) THE STATE OF \N 
: DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STA DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE to JAMES SAKER 
CERTIFIOATHR OF DISSOLUTION OERTIFICATE OF DISBOLU TION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT visees and persor 7 
ee whom these presents may come, a whom these presenta may com: To all to whom these presents may come.| py STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION yooes : p. ron a 
bing : reeting: Greeting , ‘ ol 2U 2 an¢ . their ro any » 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction rah ee a ee successors in right, t and s 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- WHEE EAS It appears to my satiefaction. 
jogs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary Aissolution thereof | ; 4 ly at rn et Bs record oA the roceed- ta 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimons consent of all the stock- “eds or the volunta i! ¢ tic "'e of You are here 
holders denosited in my office that - holders, deposited In my office that holders. denosited In my office that vir Prise se po ae ii » ; ; 
ANGLETON REALTY CORPORATION BEMAN - MORRIS PLAINS, INC INVESTMENT CORPORATION OF Jeposited in my office, that the ae ' eanid 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal NEWARK. N. J ore E senegal an ie eee hare a t Newari as 
office is situated at No. 1 Campbell Road, in office is situated at Ne 80 Mulberry Street ne ration of a ae P 1 a corpora m oO jis State, whose principal roar Stree - om 
my , : Agi a corporation of this State. whose principal | cmoe is situated at No. 45 Branford Place, | answer to the “ig 





the Township of Miliburn, County of Essex, | in the City of Newark, County of Ewsex, | office ig situated at No. 763 Broad Street ’ : ' 
State of New Jersey (Nicholas Angleton, | State of New Jersey (Richard F. Kessler, | $n the City of Newark Convey of ~t sista in the City of Newark, County of Essex, |action in wh 
being the agent therein and in charsue thereof, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | State of New Jersey (William L. Brower, State of New Jersey Antony P. Bianco, Newark aad 
upon whom process may be served). bas | Up0a whom process may be served). ba* | ieing the agent therein and in charge thereof. being the agent therein and is charge thereot, Propagation 
compl with the requirements of Title 14. | complied with the requirementa of Title 14. | inon whom process may be served). has | 22? whom process may be served), bas| Forcign Mi sai 
complied with the requirements of Title 14,] Saker, hia hel 
























Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | noi oiied ¥ . aeanial . 3 evisees 
of New Jersey. prefiminary to the feming | of New Jersey, preliminary to the tasuing Soteamiase Gantt oa ee "Sietetas Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes, | re Dresentatives and n, their, pose. 
of this Oertificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. of New Jerse preliminary to the jamming | Preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate] their succes 8 ir t . 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | .¢ thin Certificate of Dissolution that such consent has been filed are defer . 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of NOW THEREFORE, I, EDWARD J. PAT- Court of ani 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the Certify that the sald corporation did, on the | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | THN, Secretary of State of the State of] 7). 7 ; 1980 aaa 
Tenth day of June, 1960, file in my | Twenty-third day of May, 1960,’ file in] ¢wrtity that the anid corporation did. om the | New Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the 22/7 7, 196 rap allie 
office a duly executed and attested consent | my oMfce a duly executed and attested consent! Tenth day of June, 1960, file in my | *aid corporation did, on the Sixth day of |7OU TM to G0 so ' sh f 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- |!n writing to the dissolution of sald cor- | office a duly executed and attested consent| June. 1960, file in my office a duly ex- be rende ed aga 
poration, executed by all the etockholdera | poration, executed by all the stockholder® | 4, writing to the dissolution of sald cor- | ecuted and attested consent in writing to} ™™ ded in th t 
thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record | poration, executed by all the stockholders | the dissolution of said corporation, executed | YOUr answer a of 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | thereof. which aald conaent and the record | by more than two-thirds in Interest of the|“#te wit . th 
in my sald office an provided by law. in my sald office as provided by law of the proceedings aforeaald are now on file | stockholders thereof, which sald certificate| State House, Anr ent " 
IN TESTIMONY WHERKOF. I! IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, Ijin my aaid office as provided by law and the record of the proceedings aforesaid |!" accordance w rule 
have hereto set my haad and af- have hereto set my hand and af IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 1 | are now on file in my eald office as provided j tice and procedure : ¢ 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. fixed my official seal. at Trento have herete eset my hand and. af by law The action has been tnatit od ne 
this Tenth day of June, this Twenty-third day of May. fixed my offictal seal, at Trenton IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I] purpose of obtainin nt 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine bundred | (Seal) pone. one thousand nine huodred and | thie Tenth day of June. have hereto set my hand and af-|ing and determini t 
and «ixty wp yEANY (Seal) A.D. one thousand nine hundred fixed my official seal, at Trenton,|to this suit in and to land ’ 
PPWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN and aixty thia Sixth day of June, A.D., | described in the complaint 1 at = 
Secretary of State. x LJ j oe an State $28.35 PDWARD J. PATTEN (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and] Waverly Place, in the jt ee: 
I..J June 16, 23, 80 $21.60 ‘ June «, % + a 25.0 Secretary of State aixty Exsex County, New Jeraey 
mo — ———e : a icaiialaa 7 ; }uds June 16, 22. 80 $21.80 EDWARD J. PATTEN that the defendants have no « 
7 | —— Saeeeamernann Seoretary ot ‘eit right in, Hen or encumbrance ies 
‘ 4 4 1 \, . y 4 4 = r. — 
we nie on DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF ERNEST we ATER. decenwed , : “RSE July 12, 1901 made by Manors bys 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Ompuawiniaae < : * i Ori dea oe lat” WARD Ek STATE OF NEW JERSEY ae ectaaaor. staal ta 9 
To all to whom thease presenta may come. IERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION _Purauan o he ~oorder of DEPARTMENT OF STATE vortgagor, Kingle, lo Ja Baker, » F 
To all to whem these presenta may come, | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eanex, “ ~ s mortgagee You are made a = 
Greeting s. fact? Greeting: this day made on the application of the OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION cause by virtue of said mort, “ am PERIO 
WHEREA It appeara to my satisfaction WHEREAS, It appears to my satiafaction, | undersigned Eexecutrix of sald deceased, eee whom these presents may come, have or claim an eS8tate, {nt . sta Basch 
in, lien or encumbrance up . 


by duly authenticated recon! of the proceed- | ny duly authenticated record of the proceed notice {a hereby given to the creditors of 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | jnygn for the voluntary diasolution thereof | anid decenaed to exhibit to the aubseriber, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock | by the unanimous consent of all the stock under oath or affirmation, their claims and|0y duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited 1n my office that demanda against the eatate of aald deceased | ‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





described in the compla 
Dated: June Sth, 1960 


I. Grant Scott 




































OLD TAPPAN FARMS, INC KBEMAN UNION, ING within «lx monthea from this date, or they 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal | will be forever barred from prosecnting or| bolders, deposited in my office that Clerk of the - 
office is situated at No. 510 Piermont Road, | office ta situated at No. 80 Mulberry Street, | recovering the «ame avainat the anbscriber INGRS TRUOKING ©O L.J.-June 16, 23, 30, July 7 i 
In the Borough of Closter, County of Bergen, | in the City of Newark, County of Kansex, MARIE © WESTRR a corporation of this State, whose principal | —_ _——— t 
State of New Jersey (Herbert G. Drnesel, | State of New Jersey (Micnard F. Kessler, | rreGiHes. HARTLAUR & THORN office is situated at No. 552 Westview Are- I 
being the agent therein and in charge there- | being the agent therein and in charge thereof Attorneyn , nue, in the Borough of Oliffaide Park, County STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
of. upon whom process may be served), has | upon whom process may be served). ba® i) 57 pnyjon Place of Bergen, State of New Jersey (William DEPARTMENT OF STATE “7 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. | complied with the requirements of Title 14 | gimmit Noy Dinges, Sr., being the agent therein and in CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION , 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes LJ eek) 30 O80 J 7 414 charge thereof, upon whom process may be|To ell to whem these presents may come, 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the faauing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the iasuing J eam eo) eee ght ae served), bas complied with the requirements Greeting: 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Keviaed WHE 4 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | NOW, THERWFORE, I, the Secretary of Paraidouta ona aeicanant Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the | py poe sapped A gown pe Be age 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby of aes ‘ issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. inge for the voluntary dissolot\ ot 
Certify that the sald corporation did. on the | Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 0 rs NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | by the unanimous consent of ce ‘ sere 
Ninth day of June, 1960, file in’ my | Twenty-third day of May, 1960, fle In Be Ng State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | hoiders, deposited in m office + ay bo 
yMice a duly executed and attested consent | my office a duly executed and attested consent ul “lal M . “aes Certify that the said corporation did, on the ona ay GOEDOR. rat 
tn writing to the dissolution of said cor-|in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- ee ORTCTAse Peers. ape Seventh day of June, 1960, file in my t ¢ thts Gtat 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the stockholders | MONTOLAIR MOTORS, INC., a corporation Gilice a duly <exsduted ana ratteated. Giaaant a corporation» hia State, w 
thereof. which aald consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record | 0f the State of New Jeracy. by ite President in writing to the dissolution of said cor- gah a ituated at No. 65 H 
1 the proceedings aforesald are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 2nd Secretary does hereby certify 5 in the City of Hoboken, ¢ 
poration, executed by all the stockholders (@ 
in my eald office ae provided by law. In my aald office aa provided by law. th A bict id aes tes ab State of New Jersey ur 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHERPOF. I | FIRST: That the principal office of the cor sap aagmbaisren - Psp & aa being the agent therein and repr vatge Gand 7 
have hereto set my hand and af have hereto set my hand and af- | poration is Room 1327, 24 Commerce Street, + mt are new on me | upon whom process may be served) tre fe 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | City of Newark, County of Essex, State of | ‘2 ™y Sald office as provided by law. complied with the requirements of Title 14 
this Ninth day of June. A.D this Twenty-third day of May,| New Jersey, and that the Agent therein IN TESTIMONY WHERDBOF, I Corporations, Genera!, of Revised Sts 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and/ (Seal) A.D. one thousand nine hundred | and in charge thereof and on whom process have hereto set my hand and af-|o¢ New Jersey, preliminary to the ise 
sixty and sixty. against the corporation may be served, is fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | of thin Certificate of Dissolution 
EDWARD J. PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN Richard F, McMehon. Ic. . this Seventh day of June, A.D), NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
Secretary of State ; , weer eeary of State sil ; P (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and State of the State of New Jersey. Do Her! 
on ” 501 6 “a J 2 4 6, 22 28.35 re 
T.J.—June 16. 23. 300 $33.00 : = 15, 38 $ I si COND: That pursuant to the proviatons SD WARD J. PATTEN, Oertity that the said corporation did, os 
— — - - of Title 14, Corpcrations, General, Chapter Becretary of State. Fighth day of June, 196 
ey ee ae ee . 8, Revised Statutes of New Jersey and the | 1.5. June 16, 23, 30 21.60 | OMece a duly executed and attested co f 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY various Acta amendatory thereof and aup- | 2 ___ ** "| in writing to the dissolution of sald 
NEPARTMONT OF RTATS DEPARTMENT OF STATE plemental thereto, and pursuant to the pro poration, executed by all the stockboléen 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERIMFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Volant 40 den as oF tee tee STATE OF NEW JERSEY thereof, which eald consent and the res 
7 vapuee fa whom these oreaenta mau come |r gil to whom these presenta may com: Incorporation of the comporation’ «he cot __ DEPARTMENT OF STATE of the proceedings aforesaid are now o ff E 
ireeting Greeting eae ae , ~ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION in my #aid office as provided by law ; 
WHERBAS Tt aoneara to my entiafaction WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | ?™@tlen bas purchased and retired 500] 79 gil to whom these presents may come. IN TESTIMONY WHERBOP eet 
hy dniv authenticated recont of the proceed- lny duly authenticated record of the proceed. | *24res of its Common Stock so that the Greeting : 3 § 
ince for the voluntary dissolution thereof Tins for the voluntary dissolution thereof |#™ount of issued shares of sald Common WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction have hereto set my hand and ¢ ® 
hye the nnanimons consent of all the stock- | py the unanimous conseot of all the stock- | Steck was reduced accordingly, and the | by duly authenticated record of the proceed fixed 2. geal, at oe 
holders denoetted fn ay afiice that holders, deposited {n my office that amount of Common Stock {Ssued and out ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof this Eighth day r 
SELBOCT SERVICE BEMAN CANDIES, INC. standing was reduced from 1000 to 500] by the unanimous consent of all the stock (Seal) one thousand i 
ration of this State, whose principal [qa corporation of this State, whose principal | shares holders, deposited in my office that sixty u lL 
situated at No. Foot of East 52nd | office is situated at No. 80 Mulberry Street, WM. R. WILKINSON, INC EDWARD J. PATTEN ow | 
in the City of Bayonne, County of | in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | THIRD: Upon the acquisition of said shares | &_Corperation of this State, whose principal Secretary of State . ke 
office is situated at No. 1 Ridge Road, in]. J June, 16, 23, 30 $ 





State of New Jersey (Benjamin | State of New Jersey (Richard F. Kessler, | of Common Stock, the sum of $12,000.00 t B * Macth: ‘Avlinet C t { 
Me ‘nell, being the agent therein and in charge | bet the agent there i in charge thereof, P share 7 ar anid « , | the orough of North Arlington, County o a 
e e ag ere ri ng the agen erein and me » was charged against xr paid mut of the Bergen, State of New Jersey (William B 


thereof, pon whom process may be served). | upon whom process may be served). has | capital of the corporation, the same being Wilkinson, being the agent therein and in 
mm, wing ° xe ere . ‘wee 
t SHERIFF'S SA 














has complied with the requirements of Title | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | no re t e ount of capital re- 
14, Corporations. General. of Revised Stat- | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes on mid : eae sa the pos ge Mii charge thereof, upon whom process may be SUPERIOR (CHAN 
ntes of ‘y, preliminary to the issu- [of New Jersey. preliminary to the Issuing and. the sahara eae $s Served), has complied with the requirements oh nh ee Reon eae 
woof Certificate of Dissolution of this Certificate of Dissolution. pages capital of the sp orpora- | of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised | SUPERIOR COURT OF NE¥ 
vow “THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of NOW, aoe tEFORE, I the Secretary of tion was by the sum of $12,000.00 Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the CHANCERY ee > 
State ef the State setsey, Do Mereds , St : y. Do Hereby 2 = ee : : issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. DOCKET NO. F 1422-59. ! 
Cartify “iat the sala cornaration did. on the | Certify “that iin said past wd did. on the | JN WITNESS WHDPREOF, the said MONT- NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | M. Rosamilla and Filomena 
Tenth day of Inne. 1960. file in) my | Twenty-third day of May, 1960, file in] CLAIR) MOTORS, INC., has caused this | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | wife, Plaintiffs, and Dar le ue 
Certificate to be signed by ita President and | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | Tozzi, his wife, et als., Def 





office 3 duly executed and attested consent | my office a duly executed and attested consent 
itien of eaald cor- | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


in writing to the dissoln ry and its corporate seal to be hereto | Elghth day of June, 1960, file in my/tion. For Sale of Mortgaged 
the atockholdera | poration, executed by all the stockh»>lders 


this 18th day of May, 1960 office a duly executed and attested consent By virtue of the above 
























































































































moratior erecntead bv a@ ea x 
theo» which eaafd eomsent and the races [ thereof, which safd consent and the record MONTOLAIR MOTORS, INC in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- | Execution, to me dire rae sha z 
.¢ “ sold are now on file [of the proceedings aforesaid are ed on file ty: s/ Joseph E. Carley poration, executed by all the stockholders | Sale by Public Ven R ‘ 
tn . ae provided bv law in my said office as provided by la Joseph E. Carley President thereof. which said consent and the record | the Court House, in ane eggs 
Ww TRS TIMONY WHFEREOF 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I] Attest nih : of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 98th day of June, next, a 
howe ‘> eet mr hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af- | 20 pmi) in my said office as provided by law vailing time), all that cert 26 
iced ne Wiictat: acal. at: Weentan fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | f-14)) 4 o IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 | o¢ jand and premises - 
this Tenth lav of June this Twenty-third lay of May, 1 J 7 an ah at | have hereto set my hand and af- described, situate, lying ar vw 
(Sea ap one thousand nine hundre? | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred ae : ‘ $29.76 | fixed my official seal. at Trenton City of Newark, Essex Co 5 
and alxte and aixty. —_— —____—_—_____ this Eighth day of June, A.D., . NNING ‘at the sout 
rDW raRn T PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN. (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and avenue afer know 
& ' of State Secretary a State. TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will | sixty. and ( arside street as the s 
, Y Tia Se 23 >) $21.60 | L.J June 2, 9, 23 $28.35 | apply to the Union Count y Court, Court; EDWARD J. PATTEN iat - Man of. Prope } 
pee a a House, Elizabeth, New Jersey on July 12, | gy ge of utare. $21.60 caine a A a Gers . ’ 
6 ( *k i the fore hs , r 6, 23, 3¢ 21.64 state of Jo vars d 
STATE OF NEW JFREFY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 3 ag ‘acuas te seiaan, ae Ge | (beta by Lehibach & V Sur 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Oy Re Vicgreh, Selina Mande, Sacioune Wace Sat STATE OF NEW JERSEY 1873, and from 
CORTIPICATE 08 DIMANLITEIONE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION lScece aves DEPARTMENT OF STATE Park avenue No 
To a to whom these orearate may come aa EROOS PLAORNTE “MEY COME. | RENEE MOLINA CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION byes 25 feet = th : 
Free : share i , . > minutes es 
Tt anosare te my catisfection |) geben It aan aes ae pe  seggeenonnee oir phelge 0 Segre gies: ee See ee eee 61 degrees 46 2 
. z »y duly authenticated record o e proceex nts by th arent ; ati Yarside stree 
by t's anthenticated reront of the nrweed- lings for the voluntary: Aisgolution thereof and naturel cuanten WHERE AS It appears to my satisfaction. eae i eats “ 
inge %or the wolurtere diseolntion theresf os , A by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | the sam rt 
e by the mnanione ous cons: of all the stock- Daniel Molina rs 1 luti b t | 67 feet to the 
br me eonent of all the atock- | holders. deposited in ae eine that Dante! Moline and nes for the voluntary dissolution therec x7 feet to th 
baldere in my office thet ‘ , . - sh ncop sacle aces by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
b NEMAS ASBURY, INC. SELINE MOLINA, holde le ited in ffi that known and desigt 
‘OTE INC yn of this State, whose principal individually polders. Cepesied in my Ome tnat “ a Peas 
sheer f 3 whos uated at No. 80 Mulberry Street LAWRENCE FRIE DMAN THE CREWE CORPORATION pate Newark, New J ra 
ff ss i N Camp Newark, County of Essex, | attornes “ re a_ corporation of this State, whose principal The approximate n 
‘ Glihae Sean e ; acca me Manse LO ney for Plaintiffs office is situated at No. 111 South Harrison | to he satisfied by 8 
M ‘ v State of New Jersey (Richard F. Kessler, > h t E Oran Cc fi Ten Thousand and Se 
Stat New Jersey (N vs Ang ». | being the agent therein and in charge thereof » in the Ci s ast Oran st Ry saad ities barrie ($10.0 4 
' : ? agent therein and in charge | open whom process may be served) Ty, Fo Jone Feige Stat e of ew Jersey | rances G. vurt — ‘et sich : 
thoran? rowess may he served). | complied with the requirements of Title 14 Se hoes eto - ng the agent therein and in charge | the costs 0 is ans ger 
hes - + roqnizomente of TMtle | Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes f, upon whom process may be served), Newark, N. J.. ale G DUFFY. shert 
“a agp ipa taneral of Revised Statntea|of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuine TAKE NOTICE that ot = has complied with the requirements of Title| ie NEU. G 
ae Mie preliminary to the fasning | of this Certificate of Dissolution pe ea Mii hades 14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes Join G. M i 
of thie 7 ate of Toteentudlan | NOW, THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | 19650, at 10 Tree ian ds ‘ent of — Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | L.J.—Jnne 2 
RPEEORE T the Recret : f the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | '' ), will apply to p bese f thie Certificate o Jissolution. | 
NOW REFORF. I. the Secretary of | the Court House, Newark, | NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
i | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 


ify that the said corporation did, on the : 
hird day of M: i auth 


State »% the State of New Jereey. Do Herehy 1960.” file 

CPeetite chee th geld aAnemeation aidan S ’ vo", 

“agi ‘ > tbe . the uly exeented and attested consent | t 

pated enosent |= writing to the dissolution of said cor- | Cori 

ee onsept | noration, executed by all the stockholders | S$ 
Ww 


Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
zhth day of June, 1960, file in my 
Attorney | office a duly executed and attested consent 





1960 at 10:00 


| in writing to the dissolution of said cor-|:35 parr] Glet 

























































ation af naif cor | thereof said consent and the record a 
F ote by all the etockholders | o¢ the proceedings sforesaid are now on file | Newark 2. N. J | Meration, executed by all the stockholders | 4) aaa 
thera? which agit eangent snd the resend lin my ssid office as provided by law. L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7 $8.19 | thereof. which said consent and the record | Marie Be ieaal at t 
e che reweetings sfareasid ate now on file IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I} /"" a: : SV lof the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | as e | Bodewald 
fs mr cat4 offico ae nerided hy law Lave hereto set my hand and af- |}in my said office as provided by law. | Rose Marie Morell. 
TS TESTIVONY WHERFOF 1 fixed my official seal. at Trentog NEW JERSEY SUPERIOR COURT IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1| Dary 
heve herety aot mv hand and af- | this Twenty-third day of May./ CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY have hereto set my hand and af- | by: Rose 
@xad mv officia’ seq! at Trenton | (Seal) D.. one thousand nine hundred Docket 26760P | fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | and ae 
this T f Inne. | and sixty. JOTICE OF -TLEMEN | this th day of June, A.D individn 
Zoe an ane thoreend nine bundrea EDWARD J. PATTEN. NO fut _ - . yard Second | (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and|CITRINO & CAREL 
siete Secretary of State. rea gees rant sixty. | 345 Centre St 
rnowaRn J PATTEN L.J.—June 2. 9, 16, 23 $28.35 passe under | EDWARD J. PATTEN. | Nutley, New Jersey 
anacstace ab wtate created under | Secretary of State. | 1.3.—June 16 0, 
297 en Last Will }L.J.—June 16, 23. 30 $21.60 | 39m , 
z sat Dated: June 3, 1960 li deceased for ‘the | : | 
ae OF JOSEPH CUMMINGS Iso | Earle, wi audited and ! ed: May 20, 1960/| 
ina _ ore a: sane ¢, 960 known as JOSEPH CUMMING. Jt PH | ‘erk of the Court and report- | ESTATE OF ISRAEL ge | . ia ae 
sTA F GEO KELLER. SR.. CUMMINS and JOSEPH CUMMIN, de- t to the New Jer Superior deceased ROTATE OF FANN 
-ursuant to the 





Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- 
| i use h er ar ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. this 
Essex, New Jersey, on “Ta esday, the 12th jay made on the application of the under- 
lay of July, 1960. at 10 A.M.. and that | signed, Administrator of sald deceased, notice 

be made for | {8 hereby given to the creditors of said de . 
ceased to exhibit to the subscriber. under | Sid deceased to exh 
rath or affirmation. thelr claims and demande | U%der oath or affirm 
against the estate of said deceased within six demands against the z 


WIENER, Surrogate 
this day made on 
undersigned, Execut 
notice is hereby giv 













r of DAVID H. WIEN- 
‘ounty of Essex. this | 
ion of the under- 
said deceased, 
the creditors of 
to the subscriber. 
their claims and 








application will at that tim 
the allowance of commissions and attorneys 
fees 


















. ’ ' Dated: June 10, 1960 
against the estate of said deceased eet coe | eitek Pneanas months from this date, or they will for- | ‘thin 
ponths from this date. or they wil! pa Trust Company, ever barred from prosecuting i creda will be 
barred from prosecuting or ae ela rae the same against the subscriber | Pecovering 
¢ same against the subscriber 55 Broad Street HENRY J. ROSENBERG | t 
GERACE R. LEWIS ' New York 15, N.Y. : | KESSLER, KBSSLER & HARRINGTON, = | aD 
S0ONNABEND. Attorney | Smith, Slingerland, Trauth & Holtz, | Attorneys APRMAN GOLDEN, Atter? D., 
Street Attorneys for Accountant, : | 80 Mulberry Street 744 Broad Street ad 
NJ 744 Broad St., Newark 2, N. J | Newark 2. N. J Newark 2. N.J 
: June 9 23, 20, July 7 L.J.—June 16, 23. 30, July 7 $21.42! L.3.—May 26. June 2. 9. 16. 23 et pak SR ee i 
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rie ave OF DISBOL t TION 
whom ese presents may come. 


It appears to my satisfaction 


juntary dissolution thereof 
ous ee of all the stock- 
naximot that 


o ROnIERS REALTY 
of this State, whose principal 











that | the ot corporation aid. om the 


ay par consent and the record 
wreceads ge aforesaid are now on Mile | 








hereto net my band and 





SHE nereS SAL E 








Beginning in the Easterly 


t angles to Hunterdon 





Street one hundred 



































To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my a. 
by duly authenticated record of 
ings for the voluntary pth Bed thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

LAND VIEW, 

a corporation of this State, 
office is situated at No. 
in the City 


whose principal 
140 Roseville Avenue, 
of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Mrs. Josephine Troen- 
dle, being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporatoins, General, of Kevised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of May, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 

this Twenty-fourth day of May, 
(Beal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 

and sixty. 

BDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

June 9, 16, 23 $21.6 


L.J 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presenta may come 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
Inge for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
| volders, deposited in my office that 
| NEW BRUNSWICK OHEMICAL COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 2033 McCarter High 
way, in the City of Newark, Oounty of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Oncar F. Muller, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the Issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


| To 


State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 


proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law. 


of the 
'n my 























IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF J 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day of May 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and aixty 
EPWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J June 9, 16 
SUPERIOR OOURT OF NEW JERSEY 
| CHANOERY DIVISION ESSEX COUNTY 
(Docket No. F 2197-59 
| (L.8.) STATE OF NEW JERSEY to HARRY 
STEINBACH | 
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED ANI 
REQUIRED to serve upon Samuel Dreskir 
laintiff's attorney, whoSe address is #744 | 
Kroad Street, Newark, New Jersey, an an 
swer to the complaint filed in a civil actior 
which the Newark Fed Savings and | 
n Association, a Savings ar Loan Ass 
lation organized and existing under the laws 
f the United States of America, is plaintiff 
and Betty C. Mercuro and Robert Mercuro, 
er husband, Mollie Poleshuck Executrix 
ler the Last Will and Testament of Maur- 
Polechuck, trading as Pap Enterprise 
npany, Factors and Note Buyers, In 





orporation of New Jersey, Harry 
United States of America, Will 
, Planet Plating Company, In 

ion of New Jersey, Metropolitan 

















< Inc a New Je rsey cor I 
Ziering, individual and trading as 
Ziering and Hirsch Serebriany 
e ndants pending in the Superior 
New Jersey, Chancery Divis 













days after June 30, 1960 exclu- 
ich date. If you fail t lo 8 
lefault may be rendered against 


»f demanded in the com 





antceda 





and 









T has been i 
purpose 1) foreclosing a m 
Decemt 15, 1954 made by Ko 
and Betty ‘ Mercuro, his wife, as mort- 
gagors, payable to the Newark Federal 
and r a Savings 












and exist- 
d States 
66 page 314 
(2) to recover posses- 
concerns, premises commonly 
known as South St 2y Road, Seuth 
, New Jersey. 
, Harry Steinbach, are made 
you are the holder of a 


the 
300K 32 





¢ 
ion of, and 
+9 










defendant 








the Essex County ( , Book | 
the defendants, Robert Mer 
ty Mercuro and another. 
| Dated: J ine 2, 1960 
I. GRANT SCOTT 
Cierk of the Superior Court 
L.J June 9, 16, 23, 30 $44.10 





IMENT UF STATE 

UF DISSULUTION 
these presents may 
t appears to my satisfaction 


‘uotary dissolution thereof 
beige gd _ all the stock- 








t 
TERMINAL seein 
|a corporation of this State, 


‘herein amd in cuarge thereof 


Tequirements of Title 14, 


= ie State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
Bat the said gg A ae, on the 








= 2 = dissolution of said cor- 


"tien said consent and the record 
wa eet aforesaid are now on file 





vided 
TIMONY WHERBEOF, 
‘hereto set my hand and af 


oe "thousand nine hundred 


Wwand J. PATTEN, 





STATE OF NEBW a 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these present# may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 


It appears to my satisfaction, 





by duly authenticated recerd of the proceed- 

| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
jiders. deposited in my office that 


‘THOMAS WOOD & SONS INC. 
whose principal 


| Office is situated at No. 12- = Midland Ave- 
nue, in the Town of Montclair, County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Macy A. Wood, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on thr 
Third day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. |! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Third day of June, 
(Seal) A.D.. nig thousand nine hundred 
and six 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 


23 $21.60 


ube 9, 16, 


CHANCERY DIVISION, 
DOCKET NO. F-1696-59 















street 84 feet and 
thence (5) north 22 deg: 
100 feet to the southerly line 

















Newark 2, 


Ww exhibit Ww the 
alirmation, their claime 
the estate of said deceased 
from Ubis date, or they wi 


subecribers, 








| thie day 





judgment | 








frem prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscribers 
CARMEL! 1 FAENZA 
THE NATIONAL STATE BANK OF 
KLIZGABETH, N. J 
)}GORDON, MACKENZIE & WELT 
Attorneys 
1143 bk. Jersey Btreet 
Elizabeth, N. J 
L.J June 16, 24 July 7, 14 
| rated June 9, 1960 
| RST ATE OF ANNE SAMBSBOUN leceased 
Pursuaut to Lie WAVIib H, 
WIENEK, Surrogate of the nty of Keeexz, 





made 


ndaersigned, 
notice is hereby given t 
exhib 


bX 


deceased w 





under vath or affirmati 
| demands agains * estate of wa deceased 
Within six Ww Jale, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering tb ame ag et the subscriber. 
DAVID BKOMI A 

|JAMES BP. LORD At 
}11 Hill 3 t 





Newark 2, N. J 


| LJ June 16, 26 i 4 





STATE OF JEMSEL 
VEVPAKTMEN 5 ik 
bKilricAlkb EF iis aL TION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 


trreetumy. 








WHEKEAS, It appea , atisfaction 
}by duly authenticated re rd he proceed- 
ings for the Voiuulary litpuiuisvu thereof 
by the unanimous cons t 4 the stock 

’ | wolders, deposited in my office that 

| OXU JUII A 

!a corporation of this State whose principal 

| office is situated at N 1506 St. George 

| Aven i the ity I ler County of 

| Uaien, ‘State of New Jersey (Hi rick Cohen, 
Uelng the @xebt therelb and iD has Ke therevi 
upbub whom process may served), tiu> 

| complied with the tf Titie 14 

| Corporations, Ger ised Statutes 

lof New Jersey, prelimir the issuing 
vf this Certifcate of ition 

NOW, THEREFUKE the Secretary of 
| State of the State of New Jersey, Wu Hereby 

















Certify that the said rvoration did, on the 
Thirty-first day of May 160, tie in my 
| office a duly executed sted cunsent 
}im Writing Ww Wwe dissuiuliv of said cor- 
| puralivu, executed by ali the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
lof the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
jin my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREVF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
hxed my of 1 seal, at Trenton. 
this Thirty st das of May, 
(Seal) A.U., one thousand nine bundred 
and sixt. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN., 
secretary of State 
L.J.—June 9, 16, 23 $21.60 


ESSEX OOUNTY, 
setween Walnut 


Realty Company, a corporation of New 
Jersey, Plaintiff, and Nomis Kealty Corpora- 
tion, a corporation of New Jersey, et als., 
defendants. Execution For sale of mort- 
gaged premises. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
execution, to me directed, 1 sual! expose 


for sale by public vendue, in Koom 5-16, 
at the Court House, in Newark, on ‘luesday, 
the 28th day of June, next, at 1:30 P. M. 
(prevailing time), all the following tract 
or parcel of land and premises hereinafter 
particularly described, situate, lying and 
being in the City of Newark, Essex County, 


New Jersey, bounded as follows: 
BEGINNING at the southeasterly corner 
of Orchard and EKFast Kinney atreet; thence 
running (1) south 22 degrees 35 minutes 
west along the easterly ine of Orchard 
atreet 144 feet and 34 hundredths of a foot 
to the northerly line of Bex ott street; thence 


(2) along same soath legrees 55% minutes 
east 120 feet; thenee (3) norti 1 22 degrees 
2 minutes east 43 feet and 4-tenths of 4 
foot; thence (4) rt 67 degrees $1 min- 
utes west being with East Kinney 


7 hundredths of a foot; 
e 45 minutes east 
of East Kinney 


To all to whom” these presents may come, 

Grecting* 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
— = ae of all the steck- 


epesited in that 

HASS INVESTMENT Ww. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Kesex, 
State of New Jersey (Peter Kay, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Second day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
Doration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
in my said office as provided by 

TESTIMONY WHEREOR, I 











| To all to whom thease presents may 


street; and thence (6) along the same nortn 
67 degrees 41 minutes west 45 feet and 2y 
hundredths of a foot to the place of 
BEGINNING. 

Being commonly known as 31-33 E. Kinney 
atreet and 68 Orchard atreet, Newark, N. J. 

The approximate amount of the Judgment 
to be satisfied by sald sale the sum of 
Ninetecn Thousand Une H and ‘lhirty- 
[wo Dollars and N ty-Six Cents ($19,- 
132.96), together with the costa of this sale. 

Newark, N.J., May 24, y6U 

NEIL & pt FFY, Sheriff 
McGlynn, Stein & MeGlynn, Attorneys 
L.J June 2, ¥, 1%, 2% $314.65 
TAKE NOTICE that | wlll apply w the 
Kesex County (onurt on June 30, 1960, at 
lv A.M. at the Courthouse in Newark, N. J. 
for @ judgment authorizing Daniel Hoff- 
meister, an infant, to assume the name of 
Wvanie!l Piegaro 
ROLCU PIEGARO, Guardian ad item 

Morris Masor, Atturney 
24 Branford Piace 


L.J. June 2, ¥, 16, 23 $4.19 
Dated June 6, 1060 
ESTATE OF VALI iiINO FAENZA 
deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVIV H. WIEN 
bM, Surrogate of the yunly of beseex, this 
day made on the application of the under 
signed, kxrecutore of saul deceased, aotice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 


under oath or 
aod demands @a¢@ibst 
withig six montha 
U be forever barreu 


IN 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Second day of June, 
(Seal) A.U., one thousand anise buodred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
LJ June ¥, 16, 23 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


UEPAKTMBENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
come 

Greet ‘ 

WHEREAS, Lt appears to my satisfaction. 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
lngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
hviders, deposited in my office that 
RUBBER FABRICATORS, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. Room 616, 60 Park 
Place, in the City of Newark, County of 
Easex, State of New Jersey (Joseph Bigel, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirementa of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


| Certify that the said corporation did. on the 


Twenty-seventh day of May, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
Doration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the recerd 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-seventh day of May, 





| (Seal, 


L of the} 

said deceased, | 
tore of said 
subecriber, 
(aims and 


| holders, deposited 
| 
| Office is situated 
jin the City 
| State of 
| being the agent therein and in charge toerec{ 
| open whom proress 
| complied with the requirementa of Title 14 








STATE OF NEW J 
DEPARTMENT OF ATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
To ali to whom these presente may come 

Greeting: 


WHEREAS, 
by duly authenticated 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of ali 
holders, denosited in my office that 

EMPIRE INDUSTRIES, INC. 
a corporation of this St 
situated at N 


whose 
Falstrom Court, 





office is 1 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey Samuel F. Riskin, 


being the agent therein anc 
upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the requirements of Title J4 
Corporations, General, of HKevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEKEFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Thirty-first day of May, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY W HEREOF. I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 

this Thirty-firet day of May, 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 

and sixty. 

EDWARD J PATTEN. 

Secretary of 


State 


June 9, 16, $21.60 


t appears to my satisfaction. 
record of the proceed- 
thereof 
the stock- 


principal 


in charge thereof, 
has 








A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

Secretary of State. 

L.J.—June 9, 16, $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


| To all to whom thease presents may come, 


Greeting : 


WHEREAS, It appeare to my satisfaction. 


} by duly authenticated record of the proeeed 
voluntary dissolution thereof | i: 


inga for the 
by the unanimous consent of 
in my office 
BEMAN REALTY, 
ia State 


all the steck- 


t 
INC 


corporation of th whose principa 
y Street. 
Essex, 


“Kesel er 





of Newark 
New Jersey (Richard F 


be served) 


Oorporationa, General. of Bevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Nineteenth day of May, 1960 my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the disselution of sai ecor- 


file in 





poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said neent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have herete set my hand and at 
fixed my official eeal. at Trentor 
this Nineteenth day f May 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hondred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
es , Secretary of — 
set June a 9g 





Dated: June 1, 1960 
ESTATE OF KAROLINE R. CAIRNS, 
deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 


this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased. | 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


the subscriber, 
their claims and 


said deceased, to exhibit to 
under oath or affirmation, 


demands against the estate of said deceased | 


within 
will 


six months from this date. or they 
be forever barred from prosecuting or 





recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
STEELMAN, LAFFERTY, ROWE & 


McMAHON, Attorneys 


24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. 
L.J.—June 9, 16, 23, 30, July 7 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my ee. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary cuadiatien thereof | 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
PAULINE C. YOST, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose princip 
office ia situated at No. 219 Walnut Street 
in the Town of Montclair, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Beatrice Y. Frazee 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the 
State of the State of New Jersey. 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all 
thereof, which 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by lew. 

IN TESTIMONY WHERDEOF, I | 
have hereto set my hand and af- 








fixed my official seal, at Trentoa, 
this First day of June. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand sine bundred 
end sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 9, 16, 23 $21.60 











| State ef the 
| Certify that 





LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEG& NOTICES 
TE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY SHERIFF'S SALE STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
_ DEPARTMENT OF STA SUPERIOK (OHAN.) D-110 DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary disselution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

BEMAN - NEW BRUNSWICK. LN. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 80 Mulberry Street, 
im the City of Newark, Cuunty of Easex, 
State of New Jersey (Richard F. Kessler, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissciution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said —— did, on the 
Twenty-third day of May 96, \e 
my office a duly executed att tested cor 
in canes to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereef, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 








have hereto set my hand and atf- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-third jay of May, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand oise uuodred and 
aixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J June 2, 9, 16. 23 $25.35 
Dated: June 1500 


ESTATE OF ROBERT BROWN, deceased. 

Pursuant w the order of DAVID GH. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eaeex, 
this day made on the eppiation of the 
undersigned, Executrix of sald decrased 
notice is bereby given to creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to subscriber, 
under oato or affirmation, claimea and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
wituin siz montus from thla date, 
will be forever barred from prosecu 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

BEULAH LANE 


the 











LOUIS S$. COHEN, Attorney 

17 Academy Street 

Newark 2, N. 4d. 

L.J.—June 16, 23 0, July 7 4 





SPATE OF NEW JEBSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali to whom theae preaents may ome 

Greeting 
WHEREAS 


To 


lt appears to my sat 






by duly authentwated record of 

ings for the voluntary dissei thereo! 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders. deposited in my office that 


1214 FOOTHILL war 
a ytporation of this 
office ia situated at > 
noe, in the Town 
Easex, State of 
Gechtman, being 


OORP 











THEREFORE, I. th 
State of New Je 
the said corporation did. om the 


tion. 
NOW 

















of Revised Statutes | 


Secretary of | 
Do Hereby | 
consent | 


the stockholders | 
said consent and the record | 
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Bankruptcy Filings Soar Above 100,000 
tcy cases filed in 
federal courts during the year 
ended June 30, 1959 reached the 
all-time high of 100,672, accord- 
ing to Commerce Clearing House, 
national reporting authority on 
tax and business law. 

The 
nearly 
high set in fiscal 
668 bankruptcy cases 
the CCH report said. 

The 
ceeded 


the - drop in the number df cases 
involving debt extension plans for 
wage earners. Such cases de- 
creased during the year to 12,993, 


New bankrupt 


1958. These casés are filed 
under special provisions of 
Bankruptcy Act which permit 
wage earners to postpone debt 
payments under court supervi- 
sion. 

The number of bankruptcy 
cases terminated in 1959 was 96,- 
845, compared with 79,681 in the 
previous year, an increase of 
21-1/2 per cent, the CCH report 
said. 


fiscal 


surpassed by 
previous 

91,- 
filed, 


record 
percent the 
1958, when 
were 


new 
10 


over-all increase was ex- 
by the big boost in the 
number of cases of voluntary 
straight bankruptcy. These are 
mostly personal and nonbusiness 
proceedings, accounting for about 
85 per cent of all bankruptcy 
petitions filed. These increased 
to 85,502, compared with 76,048 
filed in fiscal 1958. 


Announcements 


Ivan M. Sherman 
offices for the practice of law at 
registered a 82 West Commerce St., Bridgeton 

11,729 cases, | 
the previous Earle Ogden Bennett has mov- | 
year. In addition, business or- ed his office for 
ganizations made_ greater use law to 100 Ridgedale Ave., 
than in prior years of the relief’ ham Park. 
provisions of the bankruptcy law, ; = 
in place of going through straight Charles J. Harrington, Jr. has| 
bankruptcy. ypened law offices at 866 Kearny 


Ave., Kearny. 


has opened 


Business filings 
smaller increase to 


against 11,404 in 





Another significant change was 


BURPO COMPANY 





Photestal [irks 


192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK,N.J. 


WE RRE EQUIPPED TO RENDER YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT 
SERVICE Of ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS 

















N : The Approved, Compact All-State 


UNICORP 


Self-Contained 
COMPLETE J BOOK CORPORATE OUTFIT 






FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 





compared with 13,391 filed during | 


the | 


the practice of | 


| stockholders 
































3 DIFFERENT 
OUTFITS 
STARTING AT 


* Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 $15.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 


already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
te Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 


New ond 


Cerpore 
offices. 


Beccuse of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
fequirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


(On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE orice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2, N. J. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. 
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Federal Tax Notes 


By Harold Kamens 
REDEMPTION DISTRIB- 





| UTION AND REPURCHASE: In 
redemption of the stock of an/| 


estate, and pursuant to a plan 
drawn up by the executor, tax- 
payer distributed cash and a 
piece of realty it owned. On the 
same day, it repurchased the 
realty, giving notes in exchange. 
The reason the executor requir- 
ed the transaction to take this 
form was that if the estate had 
taken notes directly in redemp- 
tion of its stock it would be in an 
inferior position to other credit- 
ors of the corporation. 


Held: The two transactions 
were in fact separate for tax 
purposes. Thus, taxpayer has a 


basis for the realty equal to the 


}repurchase price. General Geo- 
| physical Co., DC Tex., 8/5/59. 


SALARIES: All of the stock in 
taxpayer corporation, a con- 
struction firm, was sold to out- 
siders. At the time of the sale, 


Flor-|customers owed taxpayer about 


$13,000 on completed contracts. 


|} It was agreed that taxpayer 
would pay over this amount, 
'when collected, to the selling 


who had also been 
eg ve of taxpayer. One year 
later, taxpayer remitted $13,000 
to the old shareholders and de- 
ducted the payment as a salary. 

Held: The deduction is disal- 
lowed on the ground that the 
payment was not made for ser- 


vices rendered by the former 
shareholders. Stofflet, 32 TC No. 
95. 

CONSTRUCTIVE RECEIPT: 


Prior to maturity of his life an- 


nuity contract, taxpayer elected | 


to receive the principal sum plus 
interest and dividends, in speci- 
fied monthly installments. 
also reserved the right to make 
additional withdrawals of prin- 
cipal subject to the company’s 
right to defer payment for six 
months, which six month period 
would have expired in the year 
following maturity. 

Held: Taxpayer was not in 
constructive receipt in the year 
of maturity of the full cash sur- 
render value less premiums paid. 
Estate of Sniders, 31 TC 1064, acq. 
IRB 1959-40. 

SALE OF PARTNERSHIP IN- 
TEREST: Wanting to retire from 
business, taxpayer caused a 
partnership of which he was a 
member to go into liquidation. 
During the course of the liquid- 
ation, he signed an agreement 
transferring his partnership in- 
terest to his partner, who as- 
sumed all liabilities. Taxpayer 
contended he abandoned his in- 
terest and should be allowed an 
ry loss deduction. 

Held: There was a sale of the 


|partnership interest and a cap- 


ital loss. There was no provision 
in the partnership agreement 
for a forfeiture upon the retire- 
of a partner. Wilkinson, 


ment 
ment 


DC Ala., 9/30/59. 
PARTNERSHIP BASIS: A 
partnership purchased for $70,000 


of the partner’s interest in 
certain partnership securities. 
This selling partner, however, 
retained his interest in other 
partnership property. Taxpayer, 
another partner, claims that the 
Code allows an allocation of the 
purchase price to the partner- 
ship securities, thus giving them 
a stepped-up basis. 


one 








Held: Since no new assets 
were actually acquired by the 
partnership in the purchase, 


o reason to disturb the 
cost basis of a specified partner- 
ship asset. (Old Law) Miller, 32 
TC No. 84. 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


EMPLOYMENT W ANTE 





EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY 
Minimum 5 years general 
Give detailed resume 
Box 292. 


ATTORNEY ; 

for advancement. 
and trial experience. 
and salary requirement. 





FIRM = LARGE GENERAL PRACTICE 
in ntral ote sree county seat 

o > law school 

abil and 






top 




















LAWYER QUALIFIED TO HANDLE 
real estate rporation fing and trial 

work. Leading Newark law State age, 

exp nee and salary desired. Box 338. 

YOUNG ATTORNEY FOR SMALL ‘OFF ICE | - 
with active g 1 practice in Plainfield, 

N. J. Give full resume. Box 349 

EXCELL} OPPORTUNITY FOR AD- 
vancement for attorney in Newark iW 

‘ffice. Must have at least five years experi- 











OWN OFFICH 








STEN- 
Pass 


Ww aE 





EXPERIENCED LEGAL 
rl offi in 

















N i cor ial atmosphere. Tele- 
phone PRe Ss ott 3-0400 
"EMPLOYMENT WANTED 

AT —s X. ADMITTED 1934 REAL 
estat tle rience wishes renew 

practice i ractitioner or Jaw | 

firm. Box 351 

ATTORNEY 4 YEARS NEG LIGENCE 
trial rier desires position in North | 

Jersey area. Box 355 

ATTORNEY SOME EXPERIENCE — 


orth Jersey 


desires position in 3 
357 








Bankruptcies 








| The names 
as follows: 


BARFIELD, 
t 1 


F-Fishberg. 
Mill- 





L-Lipkin ; 
Brad L., 


T-Tallyn; 
192 Main 
$5,182.03 


St 











Essex — Call 


AND 


coUR 


IOR COUR 
COUNTY 
WEEKLY CALL 

24. 1960 





requires | 


area. Box | ° 


of the Referees are abbreviated 


| HANDWRITING & 














ATTORNEY, N.J. & N.Y 
diverSified experience 

with corporate law ‘dep r 

real tate lecedents . 

Box 352 








ATTORNEY, ADMITTED N.y 
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whIT~ Sie. 
COUNSELLORS’ AIDE. AT! ’ ; 
8 Eicad Ganaci pace | EX 
n cas I 
a 
I 
y Box a 
ae. t 
FOR RENT t 
PRIVATE OFFICE IN LAWYER'S # a 
10 Commerce Ct. Bldg. Air gongs, il 
$75. MArket 2-4188 ‘ 
pace a 
PRIVATE OFFICE AND SPACE Fop g n 
retary, air conditioned. 10 Commers >. 
| Suite 313. MItchell 3-7111 ss —T 
ATTRACTIVE OFFICE F R ¥ 
available for occupancy, di 
stenographer and use of libr 
ence room. Please call MArket al 
WANTED— ASSOCIATE LONG st 
ablished law office at Squar m 
qua H 
sey City: good future- ferrals 
plete facilities; rental basis. OLdseld tu cl 
FOR RENT - ROOM IN Law on et 
Suite 1309, 60 Park P! in 
0783 —As 
1%4 rasa OFFICE COMP’ it 
> e ond floor ti 
acade b ‘ding Ideally ( 
f Records Separate Tt rc 
dividing Air conditioning « 2 CRI 
within. 30 13th Ave., Newark TI 
MA :¢ til 
SSEX m 
a 
0 in 
OFFICE IMMEDI. tir 
ppr ately 6UU 7 
Street N. J. ( all 
See Tol 
FOR SALE Di 
FOR SALE sul 
| Complet te Set Law and Equity 60 
Complete set Atlantic Rep 
Goninlete set Corpu iris S nodum Ups. 
All books in excel cond 
Uulr s J 
387 ng: n, N N 





SERVICES FOR L AWYER: ‘Guy 





CITATIONS of cases in point fora 
$15 per point; emergency or excerpuy 4 
services extra 

Sam Weiss 

749 Scotland Bd 

Orange, N. J 

ORange 6-0122 








GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSE 
fendants Wwcated; affidavit of 
plied. Low fees. Excellent referen 
B. Handlosa, 243 Greylock P. 
ville 9, N. J. Tel. PLymouth £ 





DOCT ME 

qualified examiner; exper: t 
trated. Hanna F. Sulner 
Jackson Heights 72, N.Y.C 





TITLE SEARCHER AVAILABLE 

searches in Union, Essex, Morris, 
Monmouth and Somerset Count 
Abstract Co., 435 West 5th 
CH 5-0488. 








ITALIAN LAW — FOR 
legal matters in Italy 
Amerigo D'Agostino, 1060 I 
ark - MArket 83-7027 in Ae 


ASSISTANCE ~ 








ATTORNEY 1 407 : Det 
n New York neg! ig 


YORK 


NEW 





Worth 2- 


WANTED TO PURCHASE 








E ARE 


INTERESTED 
es at a 








Mie 


CREDIT REPORTS 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manoge’ 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N./ 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 
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Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years — 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


$au yews -Clinton 
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized by N.J. Lawyers « Operated for N.J. Lawyet 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


FREEHOLD @ MorristowN @ New Brunswick 
Toms River @ TRENTON 


‘| 1&8 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2.7878 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKEN>4°* 























